
NOTICE:  People with disabilities needing accommodations for effective participation in this meeting should contact 
the City Clerk at (248) 524-3317 or via e-mail at clerk@ci.troy.mi.us at least two working days in advance of the 
meeting. An attempt will be made to make reasonable accommodations. 

      

 

 
CITY COUNCIL 

 
  AGENDA 

August 18, 2003 – 7:30 PM 
Council Chambers  

City Hall - 500 West Big Beaver 
Troy, Michigan 48084 

(248) 524-3317 

CALL TO ORDER 1 

Invocation & Pledge Of Allegiance – Pastor Eric Haven, Woodside Bible Church 1 

ROLL CALL 1 

A-1  Presentations:  (a) Introduction of Katie Beyer – Student Representative 
Candidate for the Ethnic Community Issues Advisory Committee; (b) Introduction 
of Amy Kerns – Student Representative Candidate for the Parks & Recreation 
Board; (c) 50 Year Anniversary – Derderian, Kann, Seyferth & Salucci, P.C. 1 

PUBLIC HEARINGS 1 

C-1 Street Vacation Application (SV-180) – The East ½ of Alger Street, South of 
Birchwood Street and North of Maple Road – Section 26 1 

C-2 Request for Commercial Vehicle Appeal – 3305 Troy Drive - WITHDRAWAL 2 

C-3 Request for Parking Variance – 1059 Owendale 2 

POSTPONED ITEMS 4 

D-1 Standard Purchasing Resolution 1: Award to Low Bidders - Car Equipment 
Installations and Repair 4 

PUBLIC COMMENT: 4 

A. Items on the Current Agenda 4 



B.  Items Not on the Current Agenda 4 

CONSENT AGENDA 5 

E-1 Approval of Consent Agenda 5 

E-2  Minutes: Regular Meeting of August 4, 2003 5 

E-3 Proposed City of Troy Proclamation(s): 5 

a) Celebrating 50 Years at Derderian, Kann, Seyferth & Salucci, P.C. .................... 5 
b) Celebrating 35 Years at J.D. Power & Associates................................................ 5 

E-4 Standard Purchasing Resolution 1: Award to Low Bidders – Tee Shirt Contract 5 

E-5 Request for Acceptance of Permanent Easements for Norton & Montclair Storm 
Drain/Sewer – Section 3 – Sidwell #88-20-03-201-022, #88-20-03-201-038 & #88-
20-03-201-039 6 

E-6 Request for Acceptance of Permanent Easement for Sanitary Sewer and Approval 
to Pay Consideration – Dequindre Sewer Project No. 02.406.5 - Adib Shamaoun 
and Georgitt Chaliouit – Sidwell #88-20-13-281-002 6 

E-7 Request for Acceptance of Permanent Easement for Watermain and Sanitary 
Sewer – Dequindre Medical Center – Project No. 02.929.3 – Sidwell #88-20-24-
226-030 and –031 6 

E-8 Request for Acceptance of Permanent Easement for Drainage and Approval to 
Pay Consideration – Section 1 Golf Course Passing Lane – Project No. 98.910.5 
– Patricia H. Schaefer Runquist – Sidwell #88-15-36-376-013 7 

E-9 Corrected Resolution: Standard Purchasing Resolution 1: Award to Low Bidder – 
Sidewalk Replacement and Installation Program From Regular City Council 
Meeting Held on Monday, August 4, 2003 7 

E-10 Private Agreement for Turner Site Condominiums – Project No. 02.942.3 8 

E-11 Private Agreement for Light Industrial Bldg. – 1893 Birchwood – Project No. 
03.912.3 8 

E-12 Request to Authorize the Mayor and City Clerk to Sign Easement to Detroit Edison 
for Fire Station #3 – Southwest ¼ of Section 20 – Sidwell #88-20-20-376-006 8 



E-13 Private Agreement for Versatube – Project No. 03. 911.3 8 

E-14 Request for Acceptance of Warranty Deed and Permanent Easements – Peacock 
Farms Site Condominiums – McComb Construction Co. – Project No. 01.918.3 – 
Sidwell #88-20-03-401-004, 019, and #88-20-03-279-018 9 

E-15 Private Agreement for Peacock Farms Condominiums – Project No. 01.918.3 9 

E-16 Proposed 2004 City Council Meetings 9 

E-17 Paul Mancini v. City of Troy 10 

E-18 Old Troy, L.L.C. v. City of Troy et. al 10 

E-19 Request for Approval to Pay Business Relocation Claim – Currey Management 
Institute – O’Rilley Building Tenant – 2780 Rochester Road 10 

E-20 Woodside Bible/Northwyck Planned Unit Development 11 

REGULAR BUSINESS 11 

F-1 Appointments to Boards and Committees: (1) Mayoral Appointments: a) Economic 
Development Corporation; b) Planning Commission  (2) City Council 
Appointments:  a) Ethnic Community Issues Advisory Committee; b) Historic 
District; c) Historical Commission; d) Parks & Recreation Board; e) Troy Daze; f) 
Troy Youth Council 11 

F-2 Closed Session 18 

F-3  LDFA Financing Assistance for Automation Alley and SmartZone Headquarters 18 

F-4 Final Plan Approval – Peacock Farms Site Condominium – West of Rochester 
Road; North of Square Lake Road – Section 3 18 

F-5 Preliminary Site Condominium (Revised) Review – Cedar Pines Site 
Condominium – South of South Boulevard, East of Crooks Road – Section 4 – R-
1B 19 

F-6 Proposed Park-Naming Criteria and Rotary Park Proposal: 1) Parks & Recreation 19 

Advisory Board Recommendation for Park Naming Criteria; 2) Rotary Park Proposal 19 



F-7 SmartZone Cooperative Agreement 20 

F-8 Redemption of 1995 Michigan Transportation Fund Bonds 21 

F-9 Fire Station #3 Cost Update 23 

F-10 Troy v. Keith R. Howard, et. al. (Livernois Road Condemnation) 24 

F-11 Proposed Ordinance Amendments – Chapter 90, Animals-Three Year Dog 
License and Chapter 60, Fees and Bonds Required 24 

F-12 Proposed Co-Location on Sylvan Glen Communications Tower 24 

COUNCIL COMMENTS/COUNCIL REFERRALS 25 

Request by Mayor Pryor to Reconsider Council’s Previous Action Regarding Oak Forest 
Subdivisions, Fetterly Drain, Regional Detention and Linear Park Development 25 

REPORTS AND COMMUNICATIONS 25 

G-1 Minutes – Boards and Committees: 25 

(a) Advisory Committee for Persons with Disabilities/Final – June 4, 2003 ............. 25 
(b) Employee’s Retirement System Board of Trustees/Draft – July 9, 2003............ 25 
(c) Planning Commission – Special/Study Meeting/Draft – July 22, 2003 ............... 25 
(d) Troy Daze/Draft – July 22, 2003......................................................................... 26 
(e) CATV Advisory Committee/Draft – July 24, 2003............................................... 26 

G-2 Department Report(s): 26 

(a) Permits Issued During the Month of July 2003................................................... 26 

G-3 Announcement of Public Hearings: 26 

a) Parking Variance Request – 3614-3674 Rochester Road - Scheduled for 
September 8, 2003............................................................................................. 26 

G-4 Proposed Proclamations/Resolutions from Other Organizations: None proposed. 26 

G-5  Letters of Appreciation: 26 

(a) Letter of Appreciation from Mr. & Mrs. Nicholas K. Mohr to the Troy Fire 
Department......................................................................................................... 26 

(b) Letter of Appreciation from Lukich’s Family Dining, Re: Driveway Construction 
Accommodation.................................................................................................. 26 



(c) Letter of Appreciation from Lynn Adasek Thanking the City Manager and 
Council for Their Consideration in Keeping the Calendar .................................. 26 

G-6  Calendar 26 

G-7  Memorandum, (Green) Re: Residency Requirements for Park Use – Park Board 
Action 26 

G-8  Memorandum, (Green) Re: “The Reflective Head” – Donated by K-Mart 
Corporation 26 

G-9  Memorandum, (Green) Re: Parks & Recreation Advisory Board Action – Cricket 
Sites 26 

G-10  a) Petitions/Communications: From Residents in the Close Proximity to Sylvan 
Glen Park Objecting to a Name Change as Well as Objecting to the Development 
of the Park for Persons with Disabilities; and b) Letter of Response from Carol 
Anderson – Parks & Recreation Director 26 

G-11  Letter from Helen R. Haas to City Council, the Mayor and Mark Miller Regarding 
the Foundation Supporting Her Home as it Relates to the Demolition of the Old 
Big Beaver School 26 

G-12  Memorandum, (Green) Re: Outdoor Storage of Commercial Vehicles in M-1 26 

G-13  Memorandum, Re: Projected Increase in Undesignated Capital Fund Balance 26 

G-14  Memorandum, (Green) Re: Amendments to the Drunk Driving Provisions of 
Chapter 106 of the City Code 26 

G-15  Report, Re: Michigan Municipal League Education Session: “Basics for New and 
Veteran Elected Officials” – Council Member Lambert 27 

PUBLIC COMMENT 27 
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CALL TO ORDER 

Invocation & Pledge Of Allegiance – Pastor Eric Haven, Woodside Bible Church 

ROLL CALL 

Mayor Matt Pryor 
Robin Beltramini 
Cristina Broomfield 
David Eisenbacher 
Martin F. Howrylak 
David A. Lambert 
Jeanne M. Stine 
 

A-1  Presentations:  (a) Introduction of Katie Beyer – Student Representative Candidate 
for the Ethnic Community Issues Advisory Committee; (b) Introduction of Amy 
Kerns – Student Representative Candidate for the Parks & Recreation Board; (c) 
50 Year Anniversary – Derderian, Kann, Seyferth & Salucci, P.C. 

 
PUBLIC HEARINGS 

C-1 Street Vacation Application (SV-180) – The East ½ of Alger Street, South of 
Birchwood Street and North of Maple Road – Section 26 

 
City Management requests a 5-minute presentation regarding this item. 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
Moved by  
Seconded by 
 
WHEREAS, A request has been received for the vacation of the east one-half of the Alger 
Street right-of-way, which is 25 feet wide and approximately 120 feet in length, located within 
the John R Garden Subdivision in Section 26; and 
 
WHEREAS, City Management and the Planning Commission have recommended that this 
street vacation be denied for the following reasons: 
 

1. The resulting 25 foot wide right-of-way would be a substandard width for a City street. 
2. The proposed street vacation would land lock two parcels on Chopin Street making it 

impossible to sell or redevelop the lots in the future. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the City Council CONCURS with the 
recommendations of City Management and the Planning Commission; and 
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BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, That the application to vacate the east one-half of the Alger 
Street right-of-way, which is 25 feet wide and approximately 120 feet in length, located within 
the John R Garden Subdivision in Section 26 be DENIED. 
  
Yes: 
No: 
 
C-2 Request for Commercial Vehicle Appeal – 3305 Troy Drive - WITHDRAWAL 
 
City Management requests a 5-minute presentation regarding this item. 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
Moved by  
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That City Council ACCEPT the withdrawal of the request for appeal of the 
provisions of outdoor storage of commercial vehicles for the residential property located at 
3305 Troy Drive, based upon the request of the petitioner, Mr. Robert Falerios. 
  
Yes: 
No: 
 
C-3 Request for Parking Variance – 1059 Owendale 
 
City Management requests a 5-minute presentation regarding this item. 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
Moved by  
Seconded by 
 
a) Proposed Resolution to Approve 
 
WHEREAS, Articles XLIII and XLIV (43.00.00 and 44.00.00) of the Zoning Ordinance provide 
that the City Council may grant variances from the off-street parking requirements of the Zoning 
Ordinance upon general findings that: 
 

1. The variance would not be contrary to public interest or general purpose and intent of 
the Zoning Ordinance. 

2. The variance does not permit the establishment of a prohibited use as a principal use 
within a zoning district. 

3. The variance does not cause an adverse effect to properties in the immediate vicinity or 
zoning district. 

4. The variance relates only to property described in the application for variance; and 
 
WHEREAS, Article XLIII (43.00.00) requires that in granting, the City Council shall find that the 
practical difficulties justifying the variances are: 
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A. That absent a variance, no reasonable use can be made of the property; or 
B. That absent a variance, a significant natural feature would be negatively affected 

or destroyed; or 
C. That absent a variance, public health, safety and welfare would be negatively 

affected; or 
D. That literal enforcement of the Zoning Ordinance precludes full enjoyment of the 

permitted use and makes conforming unnecessarily burdensome. In this regard, 
the City Council shall find that a lesser variance does not give substantial relief, 
and that the relief requested can be granted within the spirit of the Ordinance, and 
within the interests of public safety and welfare; and 

 
WHEREAS, The City Council finds the above-stated general conditions to be present and finds 
the practical difficulty stated above to be operative in the appeal; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the request from William Quinlan, 
architect representing the Traumatic Brain and Catastrophic Injury Clinic for waiver of 53 
parking spaces at the development at 1059 Owendale be APPROVED. 
 
b) Proposed Resolution to Deny 
 
WHEREAS, Articles XLIII and XLIV (43.00.00 and 44.00.00) of the Zoning Ordinance provide 
that the City Council may grant variances from the off-street parking requirements of the Zoning 
Ordinance upon general findings that: 
 

1. The variance would not be contrary to public interest or general purpose and intent of 
the Zoning Ordinance. 

2. The variance does not permit the establishment of a prohibited use as a principal use 
within a zoning district. 

3. The variance does not cause an adverse effect to properties in the immediate vicinity or 
zoning district.  

4. The variance relates only to property described in the application for variance; and 
 
WHEREAS, Article XLIII (43.00.00) requires that in granting, the City Council shall find that 
there are practical difficulties justifying the variances; and 
 
WHEREAS, City Council has not found that the requirements of Articles XLIII and XLIV 
(43.00.00 and 44.00.00) of the Zoning Ordinance have been met; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the request from William Quinlan, 
architect representing the Traumatic Brain and Catastrophic Injury Clinic for waiver of 53 
parking spaces at the development at 1059 Owendale be DENIED. 
 
Yes: 
No: 
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POSTPONED ITEMS 

D-1 Standard Purchasing Resolution 1: Award to Low Bidders - Car Equipment 
Installations and Repair 

 
Resolution #2003-08- 
Moved by Pryor 
Seconded by Stine  
 
RESOLVED, That the contracts for three (3) year requirements of car equipment installations 
and repair including an option to renew for three (3) additional years are hereby AWARDED to 
the low bidders, Mobile Communications Sales, Inc. for installs and removals, and Wireless 
Resources for repairs (P/L), at an estimated annual total cost of $37,385.00 and $23,063.00 
respectfully, at prices contained in the bid tabulation opened June 3, 2003, a copy of which 
shall be ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this meeting. 
 
Yes: 
No: 
 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT: 

A. Items on the Current Agenda 

Any person not a member of the Council may address the Council with recognition of 
the Chair, after clearly stating the nature of his/her inquiry.  No person not a member of 
the Council shall be allowed to speak more than twice or longer than five (5) minutes on 
any question, unless so permitted by the Chair. The Council may waive the requirements 
of this section by a majority of the Council Members. Consistent with Order of Business 
#11, the City Council will move forward the specific Business Items which audience 
members would like to address. The Mayor shall announce the items which are to be 
moved forward and will ask the audience if there are any additional items which they 
would like to address.  All Business Items that members of the audience would like to 
address will be brought forth and acted upon at this time. Items will be taken individually 
and members of the audience will address council prior to council discussion of the 
individual item. 

B.  Items Not on the Current Agenda 
 
After Council is finished acting on all Business Items that have been brought forward, 
the public is welcome to address the Mayor and Council on items that are specifically 
not on the agenda. (Article 15) 
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CONSENT AGENDA  
 
The Consent Agenda includes items of a routine nature and will be approved with one 
motion.  That motion will approve the recommended action for each item on the Consent 
Agenda.  Any Council Member may remove an item from the Consent Agenda and have 
it considered as a separate item.  Any item so removed from the Consent Agenda shall 
be considered after other items on the consent business portion of the agenda have 
been heard. (Rules of Procedure for the City Council, Article 13, as amended May 6, 
2002.) 

E-1 Approval of Consent Agenda 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That all items as presented on the Consent Agenda are hereby APPROVED as 
presented with the exception of Item(s) _____________, which shall be considered after 
Consent Agenda (E) items, as printed. 
 
Yes: 
No: 

E-2  Minutes: Regular Meeting of August 4, 2003 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
 
RESOLVED, That the Minutes of the 7:30 PM Regular Meeting of August 4, 2003, be 
APPROVED as submitted. 

E-3 Proposed City of Troy Proclamation(s):  
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
 
RESOLVED, That the following City of Troy Proclamations be APPROVED: 
a) Celebrating 50 Years at Derderian, Kann, Seyferth & Salucci, P.C. 
b) Celebrating 35 Years at J.D. Power & Associates 

E-4 Standard Purchasing Resolution 1: Award to Low Bidders – Tee Shirt Contract 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
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RESOLVED, That one year contracts, with an option to renew for one additional year, to 
provide Parks and Recreation Tee shirts (various types) are hereby AWARDED to the low 
bidders, Kel Graphics for Items 2 and 4, and Corporate Images for Items 1, 3, and 5, for an 
estimated total cost of $10,525.00 and $20,433.00, respectfully, at unit prices contained in the 
bid tabulation opened July 16, 2003, a copy of which shall be ATTACHED to the original 
Minutes of this meeting. 

E-5 Request for Acceptance of Permanent Easements for Norton & Montclair Storm 
Drain/Sewer – Section 3 – Sidwell #88-20-03-201-022, #88-20-03-201-038 & #88-20-
03-201-039 

 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
 
RESOLVED, That the Permanent Easements from Patricia A. Tubbs, Trustee of the Patricia A. 
Tubbs Trust dated October 15, 1998, owner of property at 6829 Norton, having Sidwell #88-20-
03-201-022; Toivo J. Erickson and Judith A. Erickson, husband and wife, owners of property at 
6830 Montclair, having Sidwell #88-20-03-201-038; and from Reedy J. Deel and Ilene M. Deel, 
husband and wife, owner of property at 6804 Montclair, having Sidwell #88-20-03-201-039, are 
hereby ACCEPTED for the operation, maintenance and repair of storm drain/sewer; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the City Clerk is hereby DIRECTED TO RECORD said 
documents with the Oakland County Register of Deeds, a copy of which shall be ATTACHED 
to the original Minutes of this meeting. 

E-6 Request for Acceptance of Permanent Easement for Sanitary Sewer and Approval 
to Pay Consideration – Dequindre Sewer Project No. 02.406.5 - Adib Shamaoun 
and Georgitt Chaliouit – Sidwell #88-20-13-281-002 

 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
 
RESOLVED, That the Permanent Easement for Sanitary Sewer from Adib Shamaoun and 
Georgitt Chaliouit, owners of 40461 Dequindre, having Sidwell #88-20-13-281-002 is hereby 
ACCEPTED, and that payment is AUTHORIZED in the amount of $1,782.00 plus recording 
costs; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the City Clerk is hereby DIRECTED TO RECORD said 
document with the Oakland County Register of Deeds, a copy of which shall be ATTACHED to 
the original Minutes of this meeting. 

E-7 Request for Acceptance of Permanent Easement for Watermain and Sanitary 
Sewer – Dequindre Medical Center – Project No. 02.929.3 – Sidwell #88-20-24-226-
030 and –031 

 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
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RESOLVED, That the Permanent Easement for Watermain and Sanitary Sewer from 38837 
Dequindre Company, L.L.C., having Sidwell #88-20-24-226-030 and –031, is hereby 
ACCEPTED; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the City Clerk is hereby DIRECTED TO RECORD said 
Permanent Easement with the Oakland County Register of Deeds, a copy of which shall be 
ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this meeting. 

E-8 Request for Acceptance of Permanent Easement for Drainage and Approval to 
Pay Consideration – Section 1 Golf Course Passing Lane – Project No. 98.910.5 – 
Patricia H. Schaefer Runquist – Sidwell #88-15-36-376-013 

 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
 
RESOLVED, That the Permanent Easement for Drainage from Patricia H. Schaefer Runquist, 
owner of property having Sidwell #88-15-36-376-013 is hereby ACCEPTED, and that payment 
is AUTHORIZED in the amount of $2,725.00 plus recording costs; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the City Clerk is hereby DIRECTED TO RECORD said 
document with the Oakland County Register of Deeds, a copy of which shall be ATTACHED to 
the original Minutes of this meeting. 

E-9 Corrected Resolution: Standard Purchasing Resolution 1: Award to Low Bidder – 
Sidewalk Replacement and Installation Program From Regular City Council 
Meeting Held on Monday, August 4, 2003 

 
NOTE: The below corrected Resolution #2003-08-400 from the Regular City Council Meeting 
held on Monday, August 4, 2003 has been resubmitted for Council approval noting that June 
30, 2003 should read June 30, 2004. 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
 
RESOLVED, That a contract to provide a Sidewalk Replacement and Installation Program 
through June 30, 2003 2004, with an option to renew for two (2) additional one-year periods is 
hereby AWARDED to the low bidder, Hard Rock Concrete, Inc. for an estimated total cost of 
$366,210.00, at unit prices contained in the bid tabulation opened 7/22/03, a copy of which 
shall be ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this meeting. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the award is CONTINGENT upon contractor submission of 
properly executed bid and contract documents, including bonds, insurance certificates and all 
other specified requirements; and if changes to the quantity of work is needed, the total 
arithmetic dollar value of all such changes does not exceed +/- 25% of the contract total per 
year and falls within budgetary limits. 
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BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, That City Council DIRECT City Administration to provide a report 
to City Council at the end of this contract listing all cases where development standards were 
waived and the amount of savings that resulted. 

E-10 Private Agreement for Turner Site Condominiums – Project No. 02.942.3 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
 
RESOLVED, That the Contract for the Installation of Municipal Improvements (Private 
Agreement) between the City of Troy and Paul J. & Janice E. Turner is hereby APPROVED for 
the installation of sanitary sewer, storm sewer, detention, water main, sidewalks and paving on 
the site and in the adjacent right-of-way, and the Mayor and City Clerk are AUTHORIZED TO 
EXECUTE the documents, a copy of which shall be ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this 
meeting. 

E-11 Private Agreement for Light Industrial Bldg. – 1893 Birchwood – Project No. 
03.912.3 

 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
 
RESOLVED, That the Contract for the Installation of Municipal Improvements (Private 
Agreement) between the City of Troy and Tom Moss & Associates, Inc. is hereby APPROVED 
for the installation of storm sewer and paving on the site and in the adjacent right-of-way, and 
the Mayor and City Clerk are AUTHORIZED TO EXECUTE the documents, a copy of which 
shall be ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this meeting. 

E-12 Request to Authorize the Mayor and City Clerk to Sign Easement to Detroit Edison 
for Fire Station #3 – Southwest ¼ of Section 20 – Sidwell #88-20-20-376-006 

 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
 
RESOLVED, That the permanent Underground Easement from the City of Troy to Detroit 
Edison Company, being part of property having Sidwell #88-20-20-376-006, is hereby 
APPROVED, and the Mayor and City Clerk are AUTHOIRZED TO EXECUTE the document, 
copies of which shall be ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this meeting. 

E-13 Private Agreement for Versatube – Project No. 03. 911.3 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
 
RESOLVED, That the Contract for the Installation of Municipal Improvements (Private 
Agreement) between the City of Troy and Cartier Contracting Corp. is hereby APPROVED for 
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the installation of a sidewalk on the site and in the adjacent right-of-way, and the Mayor and 
City Clerk are AUTHORIZED TO EXECUTE the documents, a copy of which shall be 
ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this meeting. 

E-14 Request for Acceptance of Warranty Deed and Permanent Easements – Peacock 
Farms Site Condominiums – McComb Construction Co. – Project No. 01.918.3 – 
Sidwell #88-20-03-401-004, 019, and #88-20-03-279-018 

 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
 
RESOLVED, That the Warranty Deed for Peacock Drive, from McComb Construction Co. and 
the Permanent Easements for storm sewer and public utilities from McComb Construction Co., 
and Gerald and Merilyn Peacock, all being part of property having Sidwell #88-20-03-401-004, 
019, and #88-20-03-279-018, are hereby ACCEPTED. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the City Clerk is hereby DIRECTED TO RECORD said 
documents with the Oakland County Register of Deeds, a copy of which shall be ATTACHED 
to the original Minutes of this meeting. 

E-15 Private Agreement for Peacock Farms Condominiums – Project No. 01.918.3 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
 
RESOLVED, That the Contract for the Installation of Municipal Improvements (Private 
Agreement) between the City of Troy and McComb Construction Co., Inc. is hereby 
APPROVED for the installation of sanitary sewer, storm sewer, detention, water main, 
sidewalks, landscaping, soil erosion and paving on the site and in the adjacent right-of-way, 
and the Mayor and City Clerk are AUTHORIZED TO EXECUTE the documents, a copy of 
which shall be ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this Meeting 

E-16 Proposed 2004 City Council Meetings 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
 
RESOLVED, That the City Council SHALL HOLD Regular Meetings according to the following 
schedule at 7:30 p.m.: 
 

Monday, January 5, 12 & 26 
Monday, February 2, 16 & 23 
Monday, March 1, 15 & 22 
Monday, April 12, 19 & 26 
Monday, May 3, 10 & 24 
Monday, June 7 & 21 
Monday, July, 12 & 19 
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Monday, August  9 & 23 
Monday, September 13, 20 & 27 
Monday, October 4, 18 & 25  
Monday, November 8, 15 & 29 
Monday, December 6, 20 (two meetings due to end of month holidays) 
   
Liquor Violation Hearings (7:30 PM): 
   
Wednesday February  18 
Wednesday February  25 

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That Study Meetings may be scheduled as needed. 

E-17 Paul Mancini v. City of Troy 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
 
RESOLVED, That the City Attorney is hereby AUTHORIZED AND DIRECTED to represent the 
City of Troy in any and all claims and damages in the matter of Paul Mancini v. City of Troy and 
to retain any necessary expert witnesses and outside legal counsel to adequately represent the 
City. 

E-18 Old Troy, L.L.C. v. City of Troy et. al 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
 
RESOLVED, That the City Attorney is hereby AUTHORIZED AND DIRECTED to represent the 
City of Troy in any and all claims and damages in the matter of Old Troy, L.L.C. v. City of Troy, 
et. al,  and to retain any necessary expert witnesses and outside legal counsel to adequately 
represent the City. 

E-19 Request for Approval to Pay Business Relocation Claim – Currey Management 
Institute – O’Rilley Building Tenant – 2780 Rochester Road 

 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
 
RESOLVED, That as required by Michigan Laws and Federal Guidelines, the City Council of 
the City of Troy hereby AUTHORIZES payment for relocation benefits for moving allowance, 
searching expenses and re-establishment expenses in an amount not to exceed $12,066.00, to 
Currey Management Institute, one of the businesses being displaced from property at 2780 
Rochester Road. 
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E-20 Woodside Bible/Northwyck Planned Unit Development 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
 
RESOLVED, That the Agreement Concerning Allocation of Responsibilities Pursuant to 
Development Agreement is hereby APPROVED, the Mayor and City Clerk are AUTHORIZED 
TO EXECUTE the document, and a copy shall be ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this 
meeting. 
 
REGULAR BUSINESS 

Persons interested in addressing the City Council on items, which appear on the printed 
Agenda, will be allowed to do so at the time the item is discussed upon recognition by 
the Chair (during the public comment portion of the agenda item’s discussion). Other 
than asking questions for the purposes of gaining insight or clarification, Council shall 
not interrupt members of the public during their comments. For those addressing City 
Council, petitioners shall be given a fifteen (15) minute presentation time that may be 
extended with the majority consent of Council and all other interested people, their time 
may be limited to not more than twice nor longer than five (5) minutes on any question, 
unless so permitted by the Chair, in accordance with the Rules of Procedure of the City 
Council, Article 14, as amended August 4, 2003. Once discussion is brought back to the 
Council table, persons from the audience will be permitted to speak only by invitation by 
Council, through the Chair. 

F-1 Appointments to Boards and Committees: (1) Mayoral Appointments: a) Economic 
Development Corporation; b) Planning Commission  (2) City Council 
Appointments:  a) Ethnic Community Issues Advisory Committee; b) Historic 
District; c) Historical Commission; d) Parks & Recreation Board; e) Troy Daze; f) 
Troy Youth Council 

 
The appointment of new members to all of the listed board and committee vacancies will 
require only one motion and vote by City Council.  Council members submit recommendations 
for appointment. When the number of submitted names exceed the number of positions to be 
filled, a separate motion and roll call vote will be required (current process of appointing).  Any 
board or commission with remaining vacancies will automatically be carried over to the next 
Regular City Council Meeting Agenda.  
 
The following boards and committees have expiring terms and/or vacancies. Bold red lines 
indicate the number of appointments required: 
 

(a) Mayoral Appointments 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
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RESOLVED, That the following persons are hereby APPOINTED BY THE MAYOR with 
COUNCIL APPROVAL to serve on the Boards and Committees as indicated: 
 

Economic Development Corporation 
Mayor, Council Approval (9) – 6 years 
 
 Term expires 04-30-2009 
 
 Term expires 04-30-2009 
 
 Term expires 04-30-2009 
 
CURRENT MEMBERS 
NAME TERM EXPIRES 
Bluhm, Kenneth 04/30/06 
Gigliotti, Robert S 04/30/08 
Licari, Leger (Nino) 04/30/04 
Parker, Michael 04/30/07 
Redpath, Stuart F 04/30/03 
James A. Rocchio 04/30/03 
Salgat, Charles 04/30/04 
Sharp, John 04/30/03 
Smith, Douglas 04/30/05 
 
INTERESTED APPLICANTS 
NAME DATE APPLIED DATE SENT TO COUNCIL 
Almassian, Carolyn 04/22/02-04/2004 05/06/02 
Baughman, Deborah L 06/18/01-05/2003 07/09/01 
Chang, Jouky 10/02/01-10/2003 10/15/01 
Chhaya, Dhimant 09/26/02 10/07/02 
Hall, Patrick C 01/26/01-06/12/01-05/2003 02/05/01-07/09/01 
Hoef, Paul V 09/12/01-08/14/02-08/2004 09/17/01 
Freliga, Victor P 11/25/02-11/2004 12/02/02 
Pritzloff, Mark 04/17/03-04/2003 04/28/03 
Shah, Jayshree 08/28/01 09/17/01 
Silver, Neil S 08/11/00-06/20/01-05/2003 08/21/00-07/09/01 
Victor, Robert 06/03/03-05/2005 06/16/03 
 
Planning Commission 
Mayor, Council Approval (9) – 3 years 
 
 Term expires 07-01-2004 (Student) 
 
CURRENT MEMBERS 
NAME TERM EXPIRES 
Gary G. Chamberlain 12/31/05 
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Dennis A. Kramer BZA Alt 12/31/03 
Larry Littman 12/31/04 
James P. Ong (Student) 07/0103 
Robert M. Schultz 12/31/05 
Walter A. Storrs, III 12/31/03 
Thomas Strat 12/31/05 
Mark J Vleck BZA Rep 12/31/04 
David T. Waller  12/31/03 
Wayne C. Wright 12/31/04 
 
INTERESTED STUDENT APPLICANTS 
NAME DATE APPLIED DATE SENT TO COUNCIL 
None on file   
 
Yes: 
No: 
 

(b) City Council Appointments 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That the following persons are hereby APPOINTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL to 
serve on the Boards and Committees as indicated: 
 

Ethnic Community Issues Advisory Committee 
Appointed by Council (9) - 3 years 
 

 Term expires 07-01-2004 (Student) 
 
CURRENT MEMBERS 
NAME TERM EXPIRES 
Brodbine, Anju C 09/30/05 
Hashmi, Amin 09/30/05 
Huang, Kara (Student) 07/01/04 
Kaszubski, Tom 09/30/05 
Kuppa, Padma 09/30/05 
Lang, Victoria 09/30/05 
Robele, Hailu S 09/30/05 
Shah, Oniell 09/30/05 
Tan, Flora M 09/30/05 
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Yuan, Charles 09/30/05 
  
INTERESTED STUDENT APPLICANTS  
NAME DATE APPLIED DATE SENT TO COUNCIL 
Kaitlyn Beyer 07/14/03 08/18/03 
 
Historic District 
Appointed by Council (7) – 3 years 
(One member must be an architect) 
(Two members recommended by Troy Historical Society) 
(One member recommended by Troy Historical Commission) 
 
Kevin Danielson (Resigned) Unexpired Term expires 05-15-2003 
 
CURRENT MEMBERS 
NAME TERM EXPIRES 
Marjorie A Biglin 03/01/04 
Wilson Deane Blythe 03/01/05 
Barbara Chambers 03/01/05 
Kevin Danielson (Resigned) 05/15/03 
Paul C Lin 05/15/06 
Ann Partlan 03/01/05 
Dorothy Scott 05/15/06 
 
INTERESTED APPLICANTS 
NAME DATE APPLIED DATE SENT TO COUNCIL 
Kerry S Krivoshein 08/12/99-06/14/01-05/2003 07/09/01 
Mark Pritzloff 04/17/03-04/2005 04/28/03 
Muriel Rounds 07/28/03-07/2005 8/18/03 
 
Historical Commission 
Appointed by Council (7) – 3 years 
 
Muriel Rounds Resigned Term expires 07-31-2006 
 
 Term expires 07-1-2004 (Student) 
 
 Term expires 07-1-2004 (Student) 
 
CURRENT MEMBERS 
NAME TERM EXPIRES 
Edward Bortner 07/31/05 
Connie Chang (Student) 07/31/03 
Roger Kaniarz 07/31/05 
Rosemary Kornacki 07/31/05 
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Sucheta Sikdar (Student) 07/01/03 
Kevin Lindsey 07/31/06 
Muriel W. Rounds (Resigned) 07/31/03 
Jack Turner 07/31/04 
Brian J. Wattles 07/31/04 
 
INTERESTED APPLICANTS 
NAME DATE APPLIED DATE SENT TO COUNCIL 
Blythe, Wilson Deane 03/06/02-03/2004 03/18/02 
Chambers, Barbara 02/24/03-02/2005 03/03/03 
Krivoshein, Kerry S 08/12/99-06/14/01-05/2003 07/09/01 
Milz, Vera E. 11/30/01-11/2003 12/19/01 
Navratil, Terry 11/08/02-06/09/03-06/16/03 11/18/02-06/16/03 
Pritzloff, Mark 04/17/03-04/2005 04/28/03 
 
INTERESTED STUDENT APPLICANTS 
NAME DATE APPLIED DATE SENT TO COUNCIL 
None on file   
 
Parks and Recreation Board 
Appointed by Council (10) – 3 years 
 
 Term expires 07-31-2004 (School Rep) 
 
*John F Goetz (Resigned two months early) Term expires 09-30-2006 
*Lawrence Jose - Reaffirm since Mr Jose already holds a seat on the Advisory Board for 
Senior Citizens 
 Term expires 07-01-2004 (Student) 
 
CURRENT MEMBERS 
NAME TERM EXPIRES 
Douglas M. Bordas, Ch. 09/30/05 
Ida Edmunds (School Rep) 07/3103 
Kathleen M. Fejes 09/30/04 
John F. Goetz, Jr (Resigned) 09/30/03 
Lawrence Jose (Sr. Rep.) Apr. 30, 2006 
Orestes (Rusty) Kaltsounis 09/30/03 
Tom Krent 09/30/04 
Meaghan Kovacs 09/30/05 
Deanna Ned (Student) 07/01/03 
Jeffrey Stewart (Troy Daze Rep.) 09/30/03 
Janice C Zikakis 09/30/05 
Carol Anderson (Ex-officio) 



CITY COUNCIL AGENDA         August 18, 2003 
 

- 16 - 

INTERESTED APPLICANTS 
NAME DATE APPLIED DATE SENT TO COUNCIL 
Asjad, Zarina J 5/01/03/5/2005 5/05/03 
Balasa, Violet-Viorica 6/27/03/6/2005 7/07/03 
Bliss, Daniel H 3/17/03/3/2005 4/14/03 
Deel, Ryan J 5/17/01/6/25/01/5/2003 5/21/01/7/09/01 
Dixon, Merrill W 3/17/03/3/2005 4/14/03 
Gauri, Kul B 8/26/99  
Gazetti, Tod 9/10/02/9/2004 9/23/02 
Hoef, Paul V 9/12/01/8/14/02/8/2004 9/17/01 
Hrynik, Thomas F 
 

10/16/00-06/14/01-06/09/03-
05/2005 

11/06/00-07/09/01-
06/16/03 

Huber, Laurie G 06/18/01-05/2003 07/09/01 
Navratil, Terry 06/10/03-05/2005 06/16/03 
Noce, Robert W 11/16/00 11/20/00 
Petrulis, Al 02/11/03-02/2005 02/17/03 
Poulsen, Connie 08/17/01-08/2003 09/10/01 
Preston, Robert S 10/11/02 11/04/02 
Pritzloff, Mark 04/17/03-04/2005 04/28/03 
Redpath, Stuart 07/26/00-03/17/03-03/2005 08/07/00-04/14/03 
Shah, Oniell 08/07/02 09/23/02 
Victor, Robert 06/03/03-05/2005 06/16/03 
Walker, James 06/11/99-06/14/01-05/2003 07/09/01 
Wattles, Brian J 07/10/01 07/23/01 
 
INTERESTED STUDENT APPLICANTS 
NAME DATE APPLIED DATE SENT TO COUNCIL 
Amy Kerns 05/10/03 08/18/03 
 
Troy Daze 
Appointed by Council (9) – 3 years 
 
 Term expires 07-01-2004 (Student) 
 
CURRENT MEMBERS 
NAME TERM EXPIRES 
Robert A. Berk  11/30/03 
Sue Bishop 11/30/04 
Jim D. Cyrulewski. 11/30/04 
Cecile Dilley 11/30/04 
Kessie Kaltsounis 11/30/05 
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Richard L. Tharp 11/30/03 
William F Hall 11/30/05 
Jeffrey Stewart (Rep to Parks/Rec Board) 09/30/03 
Robert S. Preston 11/30/05 
Cheryl A Kaszubski 11/30/03 
Jessica Zablocki (Student) 07/01/03 
 
INTERESTED STUDENT APPLICANTS 
NAME DATE APPLIED DATE SENT TO COUNCIL 
None on file   
 
Troy Youth Council 
Appointed by Council (9) – 3 years 
 
Appointments on hold at this time Term expires 08-31-2004  
 
CURRENT MEMBERS 
NAME TERM EXPIRES 
Emily Burns 08/31/03 
Ryan Chandonnet 08/31/03 
Allister Chang 08/31/03 
Chris Chang 08/31/03 
Min Chong 08/31/03 
Juliana D’Amico 08/31/03 
Raymond Deng 08/31/03 
Monika Govindaraj 08/31/03 
Eric Gregory 08/31/03 
Omar Hakim 08/31/03 
Catherine Herzog 08/31/03 
Maniesh Joshi 08/31/03 
Andrew Kalinowski 08/31/03 
Christina Krokosky 08/31/03 
Matthew Michrina 08/31/03 
Brian Rider Graduated 08/31/03 
Manessa Shaw 08/31/03 
David Vennettilli 08/31/03 
YuJing Wong 08/31/03 
Fred Wong went to DDA 08/31/03 
 



CITY COUNCIL AGENDA         August 18, 2003 
 

- 18 - 

Yes: 
No: 
 
F-2 Closed Session  
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That the City Council of the City of Troy SHALL MEET IN Closed Session, as 
permitted by State Statute MCL 15.268(e): Troy v. Isso, Isso v. City of Troy; Troy v. Marilyn Kay 
Miller Trust; Jason and Joann Sauger v. City of Troy et.al; and Catherine Castiglione v. City of 
Troy, after adjournment of this meeting. 
 
Yes 
No: 
 
F-3  LDFA Financing Assistance for Automation Alley and SmartZone Headquarters 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That Troy City Council APPROVES the requested LDFA financial assistance of 
$265,000.00 over 5 years for the financing of a new facility, and for Automation Alley and the 
Technology Center to be located in the Troy based SmartZone, CONTINGENT on Automation 
Alley’s acceptance of a provision in the agreement to pay back the entire assistance package if 
they move or sell the property within 12 years. 
 
Yes: 
No: 
 
F-4 Final Plan Approval – Peacock Farms Site Condominium – West of Rochester 

Road; North of Square Lake Road – Section 3 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That the Final Plan, as submitted under Section 34.30.00 of the Zoning 
Ordinance (Unplatted On-Family Residential Development) for the development of a One-
Family Residential Site Condominium known as Peacock Farms, located west of Rochester 
Road and north of Square Lake Road in Section 3 within the R-1B Zoning District, is hereby 
APPROVED as recommended by City Management. 
 



CITY COUNCIL AGENDA         August 18, 2003 
 

- 19 - 

Yes: 
No: 
 
F-5 Preliminary Site Condominium (Revised) Review – Cedar Pines Site Condominium 

– South of South Boulevard, East of Crooks Road – Section 4 – R-1B 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That the Revised Preliminary Site Plan as submitted by the petitioner, under 
Section 34. 30.00 of the Zoning Ordinance (Unplatted One-Family Residential development) for 
the development of a One-Family Residential Site Condominium known as Cedar Pines Site 
Condominium and as recommended for approval by City Management, located east of Crooks 
Road and south of South Boulevard, including 17 home sites, within the R-1B Zoning District 
being 10.99 acres in size, is hereby APPROVED. 
 
Yes: 
No: 
 
F-6 Proposed Park-Naming Criteria and Rotary Park Proposal: 1) Parks & Recreation 
 Advisory Board Recommendation for Park Naming Criteria; 2) Rotary Park 

Proposal 
 
1) Parks & Recreation Advisory Board Recommendation for Park Naming Criteria 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
a) Resolution A 
 
RESOLVED, That park-naming criteria is ADOPTED as proposed by the Parks & Recreation 
Advisory Board. 
 
OR 
 
b) Resolution B 
 
RESOLVED, That park-naming criteria proposed by the Parks & Recreation Advisory Board is 
ADOPTED with the following modifications: 
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Yes: 
No: 
 
2) Rotary Park Proposal 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
a) Resolution A 
 
RESOLVED, That the Troy Rotary Club’s proposal is ADOPTED as submitted. 
 
OR 
 
b) Resolution B 
 
RESOLVED, that the Troy Rotary Club’s proposal is ADOPTED with a waiver of the following 
park-naming criteria: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
OR 
 
c) Resolution C 
 
RESOLVED, That the Troy Rotary Club’s proposal is APPROVED, CONTINGENT upon the 
Troy Rotary Club modifying their proposal to meet park-naming criteria as approved by Troy 
City Council. 
 
Yes: 
No: 
 
F-7 SmartZone Cooperative Agreement 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
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RESOLVED, That Troy City Council ADOPT the SmartZone Cooperative Agreement, a copy of 
which shall be ATTACHED to the Minutes of this meeting; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the appointment of John Szerlag, City Manager, as Troy’s 
representative on the Coordinating Council is hereby APPROVED. 
 
Yes: 
No: 
 
F-8 Redemption of 1995 Michigan Transportation Fund Bonds 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
WHEREAS, By a resolution adopted on February 27, 1995 (the “Bond Authorizing Resolution”), 
this City Council hereby determined that it was necessary to acquire and construct major street 
system improvements in the City, which included signalization, landscaping, concrete pavers, 
lighting together with all attachments and appurtenances related thereto, for portions of Big 
Beaver Road and Coolidge Highway, as stated in Exhibit A to the Bond Authorizing Resolution, 
and other costs necessary for completion of said improvements (the “Improvements”); and 
 
WHEREAS, The cost of the Improvements was estimated to be Three Million One Hundred 
Twenty Five Thousand and 00/100 Dollars ($3,125,000); and 
 
WHEREAS, To finance the cost of the Improvements, the City authorized, issued and sold its 
1995 Michigan Transportation Fund Bonds dated April 1, 1995 (the “Bonds”) pursuant to the 
provisions of Act 175, Public Acts of Michigan, 1952 as amended (“Act 175”), in the original 
principal amount of $3,125,000, in accordance and in conformity with the Bond Authorizing 
Resolution; and 
 
WHEREAS, Pursuant to Act 175, the City irrevocably pledged its limited tax full faith and credit 
as additional security for the prompt payment of principal of and interest on the Bonds; and  
 
WHEREAS, The Bonds remain outstanding in the aggregate principal amount of $1,975,000, to 
mature in various principal amounts on November 1 in the years 2003 through 2009 inclusive 
and bear interest at rates per annum which vary from 5.100% to 5.500%; and 
 
WHEREAS, The City has reviewed the necessary information and, based on the 
recommendations of its financial advisors, has determined that it is in the City’s best interest 
and is now desirable to call all of the outstanding Bonds maturing in the years 2004 and 
thereafter for redemption on the next interest payment date, November 1, 2003; and 
 
WHEREAS, Pursuant to the Bond Authorizing Resolution, the City, through its registrar/paying 
agent for the Bonds, Standard Federal – Corporate and Institutional Trust, a division of LaSalle 
Bank National Association, formerly Michigan National Bank (the “Registrar/Paying Agent”), is 
required to give bondholders thirty (30) days notice prior to redemption; and 
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WHEREAS, The City has determined to use funds on hand in the Debt Retirement Fund (as 
described and defined in the Bond Authorizing Resolution) and other funds on hand and legally 
available therefore, to provide for the redemption of the Bonds;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 
 
REDEMPTION OF BONDS:  The City hereby authorizes the redemption of the 1995 Michigan 
Transportation Fund Bonds dated as of April 1, 1995, in the original principal amount of 
$3,125,000, of which $1,975,000 in aggregate principal amount remains outstanding, pursuant 
to the terms of the Bond Authorizing Resolution. 
 
DETAILS OF REDEMPTION: In accordance with the Bond Authorizing Resolution, the City will 
deposit the sum of $2,044,612.50, which sum includes principal of Bonds maturing on 
November 1, 2003 ($225,000.00), interest due on November 1, 2003 ($52,112.50), principal of 
Bonds maturing on November 1, 2004 and thereafter which are being called for early optional 
redemption ($1,750,000.00), and a one percent (1%) premium for calling the outstanding 
Bonds maturing on and after November 1, 2004 for early optional redemption ($17,500).  Such 
deposit will be made to the Registrar/Paying Agent on or before October 1, 2003 with 
instructions to call all of the outstanding Bonds maturing on and after November 1, 2004 for 
redemption on November 1, 2003.  The Registrar/Paying Agent is hereby authorized to send a 
Notice of Redemption, substantially in the form attached hereto as Exhibit “A”, to the 
bondholders on or before October 1, 2003. 
 
APPOINTMENTS:  The following are hereby appointed to act in the following capacities with 
respect to the redemption of the Bonds: 
 
  (a) Bond Counsel - Miro Weiner & Kramer, Bloomfield Hills, Michigan. 
  (b) Financial Advisors: - Bendzinski & Co., Detroit, Michigan. 
 
CONFLICTING RESOLUTIONS:  All resolutions and parts of resolutions insofar as they conflict 
with the provisions of this resolution be and the same hereby are rescinded. 
 

EXHIBIT “A” 
 

NOTICE OF REDEMPTION 
 

TO THE HOLDERS OF CITY OF TROY 
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN 

1995 MICHIGAN TRANSPORTATION FUND BONDS 
DATED: April 1, 1995 

 
 PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the City of Troy, County of Oakland, State of Michigan has 
called for redemption on November 1, 2003 all outstanding Bonds of the bond issue described 
above, maturing on November 1, 2004 through November 1, 2009, inclusive, at a redemption 
price of 101% of the par value of each bond. 
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Maturity 
Due November 1 

Principal 
Amount 

Interest 
Rate 

CUSIP* 
Number 

2004 250,000.00 5.100%  
2005 250,000.00 5.200%  
2006 275,000.00 5.200%  
2007 300,000.00 5.300%  
2008 325,000.00 5.400%  
2009 350,000.00 5.500%  

 
 Bonds called for redemption together with all coupons maturing on and after 
November 1, 2004 may be surrendered for payment at the office of the Registrar/Paying Agent 
indicated below.  All interest on the bonds called for redemption and all unmatured coupons 
thereon, will cease on November 1, 2003, whether the bonds and unmatured coupons are 
presented for redemption or not.  Method of delivery is at the option of the Holder, but if by mail, 
registered mail is suggested. 

 
City of Troy 
 
By: Standard Federal – Corporate and Institutional Trust, a 
division of LaSalle Bank National Association, 
REGISTRAR/PAYING AGENT 
Corporate Trust Department  
2600 West Big Beaver Road 
Troy, Michigan 48084 
 

Dated:  _________________, 2003 
 
 Withholding of 31% of gross redemption proceeds of any payment made within the United 
States may be required by the Interest and Dividend Tax Compliance Act of 1983 unless the 
Registrar/Paying Agent has the correct taxpayer identification number (social security or employer 
identification number) or exemption certificate of the payee.  Please furnish a properly completed 
Form W-9 or exemption certificate or equivalent when presenting your securities. 

 *The CUSIP numbers are included solely for the convenience of the Bondholders.  
Neither the City of Troy nor the Registrar/Paying Agent shall be responsible for the selection or 
the use of the CUSIP numbers, nor is any representation made as to their correctness on the 
securities or as indicated on any redemption notice. 
 
Yes: 
No: 
 
F-9 Fire Station #3 Cost Update 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
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WHEREAS, A contract for Construction Management Services for Fire Station #3 with J.M. 
Olson Corporation for an amount not to exceed $245,754.00 was approved December 2, 2002 
and included was authorization for construction costs including any fixtures and equipment to 
be paid through J.M. Olson corporation in the amount of $1,323,971.00 (Resolution #2002-12-
636); and 
 
WHEREAS, It is recommended that authorization is granted to increase the construction costs 
for Fire Station #3 through a Change Order in the amount of $380,615.00. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Change Order is hereby APPROVED in the 
amount of $380,615.00. 
 
Yes: 
No: 
 
F-10 Troy v. Keith R. Howard, et. al. (Livernois Road Condemnation) 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That the Troy City Council AUTHORIZES the City Attorney’s Office to execute the 
attached consent judgment in the Troy v. Howard condemnation case and AUTHORIZES 
payment of the sums set forth in the consent judgment. 
 
Yes: 
No: 
 
F-11 Proposed Ordinance Amendments – Chapter 90, Animals-Three Year Dog License 

and Chapter 60, Fees and Bonds Required 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That the ordinance amendments to Chapters 60 and 90 are hereby ADOPTED as 
recommended by City Management, copies of these ordinances shall be ATTACHED to the 
original Minutes of this meeting. 
 
Yes: 
No: 
 
F-12 Proposed Co-Location on Sylvan Glen Communications Tower 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08- 
Moved by 



CITY COUNCIL AGENDA         August 18, 2003 
 

- 25 - 

Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That the Acknowledgement and Lease Agreement between T-Mobile and the City 
of Troy to co-locate on the communication tower at Sylvan Glen is hereby APPROVED, the 
Mayor and City Clerk are AUTHORIZED TO EXECUTE the documents, and a copy shall be 
ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this meeting. 
 
Yes: 
No: 
 
COUNCIL COMMENTS/COUNCIL REFERRALS 
 
Request by Mayor Pryor to Reconsider Council’s Previous Action Regarding Oak 
Forest Subdivisions, Fetterly Drain, Regional Detention and Linear Park Development 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2003-08-  
Moved by  
Seconded by  
 
RESOLVED, That Resolution #2003-08-394, Moved by Stine and Seconded by Howrylak, 
as it appears below be RECONSIDERED by City Council:  

 
RESOLVED, That Ladd’s Real Estate & Development, the developers of the Oak 
Forest Subdivisions, shall PROCEED with development, if so desired, in 
accordance with all current state and local legislation and development standards 
pertaining to but not limited to wetlands, wetland mitigation or mitigation banking 
and onsite storm water detention. 
 
Yes: Howrylak, Lambert, Stine, Beltramini  
No: Eisenbacher, Pryor  
Absent: Broomfield 

 
Yes: 
No: 

REPORTS AND COMMUNICATIONS 

G-1 Minutes – Boards and Committees: 
 
(a) Advisory Committee for Persons with Disabilities/Final – June 4, 2003 
(b) Employee’s Retirement System Board of Trustees/Draft – July 9, 2003 
(c) Planning Commission – Special/Study Meeting/Draft – July 22, 2003 
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(d) Troy Daze/Draft – July 22, 2003 
(e) CATV Advisory Committee/Draft – July 24, 2003 

G-2 Department Report(s): 
(a) Permits Issued During the Month of July 2003 
 
G-3 Announcement of Public Hearings: 
a) Parking Variance Request – 3614-3674 Rochester Road - Scheduled for September 8, 

2003 
 
G-4 Proposed Proclamations/Resolutions from Other Organizations: None proposed. 
 
G-5  Letters of Appreciation: 
(a) Letter of Appreciation from Mr. & Mrs. Nicholas K. Mohr to the Troy Fire Department 
(b) Letter of Appreciation from Lukich’s Family Dining, Re: Driveway Construction 

Accommodation 
(c) Letter of Appreciation from Lynn Adasek Thanking the City Manager and Council for 

Their Consideration in Keeping the Calendar 
 
G-6  Calendar 
 
G-7  Memorandum, (Green) Re: Residency Requirements for Park Use – Park Board 

Action 
 
G-8  Memorandum, (Green) Re: “The Reflective Head” – Donated by K-Mart Corporation 
 
G-9  Memorandum, (Green) Re: Parks & Recreation Advisory Board Action – Cricket 

Sites 
 
G-10  a) Petitions/Communications: From Residents in the Close Proximity to Sylvan 

Glen Park Objecting to a Name Change as Well as Objecting to the Development 
of the Park for Persons with Disabilities; and b) Letter of Response from Carol 
Anderson – Parks & Recreation Director 

 
G-11  Letter from Helen R. Haas to City Council, the Mayor and Mark Miller Regarding 

the Foundation Supporting Her Home as it Relates to the Demolition of the Old Big 
Beaver School 

 
G-12  Memorandum, (Green) Re: Outdoor Storage of Commercial Vehicles in M-1 
 
G-13  Memorandum, Re: Projected Increase in Undesignated Capital Fund Balance 
 
G-14  Memorandum, (Green) Re: Amendments to the Drunk Driving Provisions of 

Chapter 106 of the City Code 
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G-15  Report, Re: Michigan Municipal League Education Session: “Basics for New and 
Veteran Elected Officials” – Council Member Lambert 

 
PUBLIC COMMENT 

Public Comment is limited to people who have not addressed Council during the 1st 
Public Comment section. (Rules of Procedure for the City Council, Article 5 (16), as 
amended May 6, 2002.) 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 

 
John Szerlag, City Manager 



 
 
 

PROCLAMATION  
CELEBRATING 50 YEARS   

AT DERDERIAN, KANN, SEYFERTH & SALUCCI, P.C. 
 
WHEREAS , In 1953, a young man, Robert N. Derderian passed the CPA exam, became certified and 
formed his own Certified Public Accounting Firm and called it R.N. Derderian & Co.; and  
 
WHEREAS , R.N. Derderian & Co.’s Robert Derderian along with Walter F. Kann and Francis F. 
Seyferth worked for Robert Derderian’s father, Hagop Derderian before the CPA firm was formed and 
the men became original shareholders; and  
 
WHEREAS , In 1957 Frank Salucci joined R.N. Derderian & Co. and in 1971, the firm incorporated as 
Derderian, Kann, Seyferth & Salucci, P.C.; and 
 
WHEREAS , R.N. Derderian & Co. relocated its offices from Detroit to Troy in 1973, thus enjoying 30 
years of business in the City of Troy; and 
 
WHEREAS , Integrity, teamwork and commitment are the foundation that R.N. Derderian & Co. built 
the company upon and it shows these qualities both in and out of the office by supporting community 
projects like the Small Business Administration and Small Business Development Centers; and 
 
WHEREAS , For 50 years, R. N. Derderian & Co. has been providing assurance, tax, information 
technology, business valuation, performance improvement and management consulting services. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED That the Troy City Council does hereby congratulate R.N.  
Derderian & Co. on its 50th Anniversary of exceptional accounting practice in the state of Michigan. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That we commend the Derderian, Kann, Seyferth & Salucci 
employees for their tradition of excellence and dedication in their 50 years of accounting practice. 
 
Presented this 18th day of August 2003. 
 
 

City of Troy
A-01c & E-03a
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August 11, 2003 
 
 
TO: The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 
 Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
 Doug Smith, Real Estate and Development Director 
 Steve Vandette, City Engineer 

Mark F. Miller, Planning Director 
 
SUBJECT: PUBLIC HEARING FOR STREET VACATION APPLICATION (SV-

180) – The East ½ of Alger Street, south of Birchwood Street and 
north of Maple Road, Section 26.  

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
The Planning Commission recommended that the street vacation request be denied 
as submitted, at the July 8, 2003 Regular Meeting.   If the eastern half of Alger Street 
were to be vacated, the resulting 25 foot wide right-of-way would be a substandard 
width for a City street.  Section 40.10.02 of the Zoning Ordinance requires that any 
parcel of land zoned in a classification other than One-Family or Two-Family 
Residential shall have access to an approved public street which has been 
accepted for maintenance by the city.  The City would not accept maintenance of a 
sub-standard street that was only 25 feet in width.   

 
There are two lots fronting on Chopin Street that have vehicular access only from 
Chopin Street.  By eliminating this access to a public street, this proposed  street 
vacation would effectively land lock the two parcels, making it impossible to sell or 
redevelop the lots in the future.   
 
City Management concurs with the Planning Commission recommendation to deny 
the street vacation application as submitted. 
 
GENERAL INFORMATION 
 
Name of applicant(s): 
Dennis Coleman. 
 
Location of property owned by applicant(s): 
The applicant owns lot 464 of John R. Garden Subdivision, which abuts Alger Street 
to the east.  
 
 

City of Troy
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History of Right of Way: 
Alger Street is located in John R. Garden Subdivision, which was platted in 1923.  
This portion of Alger Street has a gravel surface.  
 
The applicant has indicated that his deed to lot 464 shows that he owns the east ½ 
of Alger Street.   There are no records at the City of Troy or the Oakland County 
Register of Deeds that indicate that the road was vacated and deeded to the 
applicant (see memo from City Assessor Nino Licari dated April 22, 2003). 
 
Length and width of right-of-way. 
The portion of the Alger Street right-of-way to be vacated is approximately 120 feet 
long and 25 feet wide. 
 
ANALYSIS 
 
Reason for street vacation (as stated on the Street/Alley Vacation Application): 
The application states the following: “Parking of vehicles, possible shelter”.  
 
Future Land Use Designation: 
The property is designated on the Future Land Use Plan as Low Rise Office. 
 
Need for future access or easements: 
The north half of Chopin Street between lot 481 and John R was vacated in 1991.  
An authorizing resolution for vacation of the south half of Chopin Street between lot 
521 and 524 was approved by City Council on March 1, 1999.  Approval was 
conditional on conveyance to the City of Troy a recordable easement by the owners 
of Lots 521 through 524, granting a lifetime right of access to the owners of Lots 
482 through 484 over the north 12 feet of the south half of that portion of the Chopin 
Street right-of-way, with said easement to remain in effect until such time as lots 482 
through 484 are sold. 
 
 
 
Attachments: 
A: Nino Licari, City Assessor Memo 
B: April 8, 2003 Planning Commission Meeting Minutes 
C: May 13, 2003 Planning Commission Meeting Minutes 
D: June 10, 2003 Planning Commission Meeting Minutes 
E: July 8, 2003 Planning Commission Meeting Minutes 
 
 
cc: Applicant 
 File/SV #180 
 
G:\STREET VACATION\SV 180 Alger St S of Birchwood Sec 26\Alger Vacation CC Public Hearing 08 18 03.doc 





















PLANNING COMMISSION REGULAR MEETING - FINAL  APRIL 8, 2003 
 

5. PUBLIC HEARING – STREET VACATION REQUEST (SV-180) – East ½ of Alger 
Street, between Lots 463 and 464 of John R Gardens Subdivision, South of 
Birchwood, West of John R, Section 26 – M-1 
 
Mr. Savidant presented a summary of the Planning Department report for the 
proposed street vacation request.   
 
Mr. Savidant reported that it is the recommendation of the Planning Department 
to deny the street vacation request as submitted.  Mr. Savidant stated that if the 
eastern half of Alger Street were to be vacated, the resulting 25 foot wide right-
of-way would become a substandard width for a City street.  The ordinance 
requires that any parcel of land zoned in a classification other than One-Family or 
Two-Family Residential have access to an approved public street that has been 
accepted for maintenance by the City.  Mr. Savidant stated that a representative 
of the Department of Public Works indicated that the City would not accept 
maintenance of a substandard street that was only 25 feet in width.  In addition, 
Mr. Savidant stated the street vacation would effectively land lock two parcels 
fronting on Chopin Street.   
 
Mr. Vleck referenced the smaller lot on Chopin that has access to Birchwood and 
asked if that road is currently maintained.   
 
Mr. Savidant responded that to the best of his knowledge, the road is maintained.   
 
Mr. Vleck asked if the lot was sold, and a new site plan came in requesting to put 
up a separate structure on the lot, could the structure be approved if there was 
no access to a road acceptable for maintenance by the City.   
 
Mr. Savidant responded in the negative.  Mr. Savidant said that if, in the future, 
the property owner merged the two lots and the adjoining lots were also merged 
resulting in all the parcels having frontage on Birchwood, that section of Alger 
and all of Chopin could be vacated because all the lots would have access.  
 
Ms. Pennington questioned the reasons that portions of Chopin have been 
vacated. 
 
Mr. Savidant responded that meeting minutes reflect additional room was needed 
to expand parking on the portion north of the Coney Island restaurant, and the 
City wanted to purchase right-of-way along Maple Road.  Mr. Savidant said he 
does not know the reason for vacating the portion of Chopin to the east.   
 
Mr. Wright gave a history of the original plan for the subdivision.  He said 
redevelopment was encouraged for the small, run-down subdivision by promoting 
consolidation of parcels by vacating every other east-west street going up John 
R.  This was to allow consolidation for sites that were buildable for light industrial 
use.  It was further planned to vacate every other north-south street, subject to 
the consolidation of parcels.  
 



PLANNING COMMISSION REGULAR MEETING - FINAL  APRIL 8, 2003 
 

The petitioner, Dennis Coleman of 1448 Madison Drive, Troy, was present.  Mr. 
Coleman stated at the time he purchased the home at 1906 Birchwood, it was his 
understanding that this portion of Alger was vacated.  He since has learned that 
there is a discrepancy between the documents recorded in Oakland County and 
City documents.  Mr. Coleman asked for direction from the Commission.   
 
A brief discussion followed. 
 
Ms. Lancaster advised Mr. Coleman to retain an attorney for possible action to 
recoup money paid for the property that was not titled to him. 
 
Mr. Savidant commented there have been previous requests submitted to the 
Planning Department that are located in this area and similar issues have been 
raised. 
 
 
PUBLIC HEARING OPENED 
 
No one was present to speak. 
 
PUBLIC HEARING CLOSED 
 
 
Resolution 
 
Moved by Waller Seconded by Wright 
 
RESOLVED, that the Planning Commission hereby recommends that the street 
vacation request, as submitted, for the east ½ of the Alger Street right-of-way, 
located within the John R Gardens Subdivision, abutting lots 463 and 464, being 
approximately 120 feet in length and 25 feet in width, in Section 26, be tabled to 
the May 13, 2003 Regular Meeting, to allow time for clarification with respect to 
the discrepancy between City and County records. 
 
FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Planning Department provide enlarged 
drawings of the area that very clearly and accurately show pieces of Alger and 
Chopin and any other affected properties for the May 13, 2003 Regular Meeting. 
 
FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Planning Department investigate and report its 
findings if the Department of Public Works p rovides maintenance to Chopin.   
 
Yeas Absent 
All present (8) Chamberlain 
 
MOTION CARRIED 

 



PLANNING COMMISSION REGULAR MEETING - FINAL  MAY 13, 2003 

3. PUBLIC HEARING – STREET VACATION REQUEST (SV-180) – East ½ of Alger 
Street, between Lots 463 and 464 of John R Gardens Subdivision, South of 
Birchwood, West of John R, Section 26 – M-1 
 
Mr. Miller presented a summary of the Planning Department report fo r the 
proposed street vacation.  The City Assessor documented that the road was 
never officially vacated; therefore, one-half of the right of way was not deeded to 
the subject lot.  Mr. Miller reported that it is the recommendation of the Planning 
Department to deny the street vacation request as submitted.  Mr. Miller cited the 
request would result in a 25-foot wide substandard right-of-way that would not be 
accepted for maintenance as a street within the City and would effectively land 
lock the two parcels fronting on Chopin Street, making it impossible to sell or 
redevelop the lots in the future.   
 
Ms. Lancaster reported that she provided the petitioner suggestions in seeking 
reimbursement of money he paid for property that was not titled to him.   
 
The petitioner, Dennis Coleman of 1448 Madison, Troy, was present.  Mr. 
Coleman questioned why the quit claim deed does not agree with recorded 
documents in the County and City.    
 
Ms. Lancaster responded that the history of the matter does not show the street 
being picked up by the County or City.  She explained the difference between a quit 
claim deed and a warranty deed, and offered further assistance to the petitioner.  
 
PUBLIC HEARING OPENED 
 
No one was present to speak. 
 
Mr. Waller requested that the Assistant City Attorney draft a memorandum that 
would enlighten the Commission on various deeds.     
 
Resolution 
 
Moved by Waller Seconded by Pennington 
 
RESOLVED, that the Planning Commission hereby recommends that the street 
vacation request, as submitted, for the east ½ of the Alger Street right-of-way, 
located within the John R Gardens Subdivision, abutting lots 463 and 464, being 
approximately 120 feet in length and 25 feet in width, be tabled until the June 10, 
2003 Regular Meeting, to allow further investigation of the matter.   



PLANNING COMMISSION REGULAR MEETING - FINAL  MAY 13, 2003 

 
Yeas Nays Absent 
Littman Kramer Chamberlain 
Pennington  Storrs 
Schultz 
Vleck 
Waller 
Wright 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
Chairman Littman announced that the Public Hearing would remain open for the 
June 10, 2003 Regular Meeting. 

 



PLANNING COMMISSION REGULAR MEETING - FINAL  JUNE 10, 2003 

 
3. PUBLIC HEARING – STREET VACATION REQUEST (SV-180) – East ½ of Alger 

Street, between Lots 463 and 464 of John R Gardens Subdivision, South of 
Birchwood, West of John R, Section 26 – M-1 
Mr. Miller presented a summary of the Planning Department report fo r the 
proposed street vacation request that was previously tabled and noted there are 
no changes to the specific conditions related to the matter.  Mr. Miller reported 
that it is the recommendation of the Planning Department to deny the request as 
submitted.  The request, if approved, would result in a 25-foot wide substandard 
right-of-way that would not be accepted for maintenance as a street within the 
City and would effectively land lock the two parcels fronting on Chopin Street, 
making it impossible to sell or redevelop the lots in the future. 
 
Ms. Lancaster provided definitions of quit claim deed and warranty deed to the 
Commission.   
 
The petitioner, Dennis Coleman, was not present.   
 
Resolution 
 
Moved by Waller Seconded by Schultz 
 
RESOLVED, that the Planning Commission hereby recommends that the street 
vacation request, as submitted, for the east ½ of the Alger Street right-of-way, 
located within the John R Gardens Subdivision, abutting lots 463 and 464, being 
approximately 120 feet in length and 25 feet in width, in Section 26, be tabled for 
thirty (30) days to the July 8, 2003 Regular meeting to allow the petitioner to be 
present.   
 
Yeas Nays Absent 
Chamberlain Kramer Littman  
Schultz Storrs Wright 
Vleck Strat 
Waller 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
Messrs. Kramer, Storrs and Strat concurred that a decision could have been based 
on the existing information.   
 

 



PLANNING COMMISSION REGULAR MEETING - FINAL  JULY 8, 2003 

 
4. PUBLIC HEARING – STREET VACATION REQUEST (SV-180) – East ½ of Alger 

Street, between Lots 463 and 464 of John R Gardens Subdivision, South of 
Birchwood, West of John R, Section 26 – M-1 
 
Mr. Savidant presented a summary of the Planning Department report for the 
proposed street vacation request that has been tabled three times.  The Planning 
Department continues to recommend that the request as submitted be denied.  
The request, if approved, would result in a 25-foot wide substandard right-of-way 
that would not be accepted for maintenance as a street within the City and would 
effectively land lock the two parcels fronting only on Chopin Street, making it 
impossible to sell or redevelop the lots in the future.   
The petitioner, Dennis Coleman of 1448 Madison, Troy, was present.  Mr. 
Coleman said he understands the reason for the City’s recommendation to deny 
the vacation request, but questioned the lost legal description and documentation 
that transpired during the transfer of property ownership.   
 
Ms. Lancaster encouraged the petitioner to seek legal counsel and/or pursue the 
matter with the title insurance company. 
 
PUBLIC HEARING OPENED 
 
No one was present to speak. 
 
PUBLIC HEARING CLOSED 
 
 
Resolution 
 
Moved by Storrs Seconded by Schultz 
 
RESOLVED, that the Planning Commission hereby recommends to the City 
Council that the street vacation request, as submitted, for the east ½ of the Alger 
Street right-of-way, located within the John R Gardens Subdivision, abutting lots 
463 and 464, being approximately 120 feet in length and 25 feet in width, in 
Section 26, be denied for the following reason:   
 
1. Approval would have the effect of eliminating access to an approved and 

maintained public street for two (2) lots fronting on Chopin Street, pursuant 
to Section 40.10.02 of the City of Troy Zoning Ordinance. 

 
Yeas Absent 
All present (8) Vleck 
 
MOTION CARRIED 

 













 
 
DATE:   August 12, 2003 
 
 
TO:   The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
   Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
   Mark Stimac, Director of Building & Zoning 
 
SUBJECT:  Withdrawal of Request 
   Commercial Vehicle Appeal 
   3305 Troy Drive  
 
 
 
 
The Building Department has received a letter from the petitioner asking for withdrawal 
of his appeal of the commercial vehicle appeal at 3305 Troy.  Instead of the new, larger, 
vehicle that he proposed to park on the property, he will continue to park the existing 
work van on the site that complies with the Ordinance.   As such there is no need to act 
on the appeal. 
 
A motion accepting the withdrawal of his request has been prepared for your adoption. 
 
Should you have any questions or require additional information, kindly advise. 
 
   
 
MS/pr 

City of Troy
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DATE:   August 12, 2003 

  
 

 
TO:   The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
    
FROM:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
   Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
   Mark Stimac, Director of Building and Zoning 
 
SUBJECT:  Public Hearing 

Parking Variance Request  
   1059 Owendale 
 

 
 

 
We have received an application from William Quinlan, Architect representing the 
Traumatic Brain and Catastrophic Injury Clinic, to occupy an existing office building at 
1059 Owendale for a medical office building.  Using the existing 11,642 square foot 
building for medical offices would require at least 99 parking spaces per Section 
40.21.70 of the Zoning Ordinance.  The plans submitted with the application indicate 
that there are only 46 parking spaces available on the site.  In response to our denial of 
the building permit, the applicant has filed an appeal for the deficiency of the 53 
spaces.   
 
A Public Hearing has been scheduled for your meeting of August 18, 2003 in 
accordance with Section 44.01.00.   
 
We have enclosed copies of the petitioner’s application and supporting documentation 
as well as a copy of the site plan of the facility for your reference.  We will be happy to 
provide additional information regarding this request if you desire. 
 
Attachments: 

City of Troy
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August 12, 2003 
 
 
TO:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 
          John M. Lamerato, Assistant City Manager / Finance and Administration       
   Charles Craft, Police Chief 

Jeanette Bennett, Purchasing Director 
 
SUBJECT:     Report and Communication 

Award Review – Car Equipment Installations and Repair 
 
Summary: 
 
Staff from the Police and Purchasing Departments met with Mr. Charles Watson Harris of 
Wireless Resources on Thursday, August 7, 2003.  Mr. Harris had time after the meeting to 
review the recommendation, and admitted that he had no argument if the award was split 
and as a Troy business owner understood that it was fiscally responsible.  Mr. Harris agreed 
to submit a fax for Council’s review stating that he was satisfied with the award as 
recommended (attached).   
 
Background: 
 
After the meeting of August 4, 2003, a review of the award recommendation for car 
equipment installations was conducted.  Since all bids contain the following clause and the 
award clause did not further define how the award would be made, staff can recommend 
whatever is deemed in the City’s best interest.   
 

“All bids shall specify and show delivery dates.  The City reserves the right 
to reject any or all bids, to waive any informality in the proposal received, 
and to accept any proposal or part thereof, which it shall deem to be most 
favorable to the interests of the City.” 

 
The split award recommendation with Proposal 1 and 2 being awarded to Mobile 
Communication Sales (new car equipment installations and removals) and Proposal 3 (car 
repairs) to Wireless Resources is in the best-priced package that can be achieved.   Under 
Proposal 1 and 2, Mobile Communication Sales is substantially lower on 23 of the 26 items 
(comparison attached).   
 
Staff recommends that the split award stand as recommended.   Mobile Communication 
Sales will be awarded Proposal 1 and 2, and Proposal 3 will be awarded to Wireless 
Resources. 
 

City of Troy
D-01





CITY OF TROY ITB 02-57
Opening Date -- 6-3-03 BID TABULATION Page 1 of 2
Date Prepared -- 7/16/03 CAR EQUIPMENT INSTALLATIONS & REPAIR

VENDOR NAME: MOBILE WIRELESS
COMMUNICATION RESOURCES Price Comparison

PROPOSAL 1: New Car/Equipment Installation Prices SALES Per Unit
EST. QTY. Complete for Complete for Wireless vs.

ITEM VEHICLES          DESCRIPTION the sum of: the sum of: Mobile Comm.
1. 10 Fully Marked 1,080.00$         1,350.00$         +$270.00
2. 3 Traffic Safety 1,080.00$         1,350.00$         +$270.00
3. 1 Traffic Safety Camaro 1,080.00$         1,500.00$         +$420.00
4. 1 ACO Vehicles 1,080.00$         1,250.00$         +$170.00
5. 2 K-9 1,215.00$         1,500.00$         +$285.00
6. 1 PSA Vehicle 1,080.00$         1,250.00$         +$170.00
7. 2 Command Vehicle 1,080.00$         1,350.00$         +$270.00
8. 1 Evidence Technician 1,080.00$         1,350.00$         +$270.00
9. 10 Administration/Investigation/Special Ops 675.00$            600.00$            -$75.00
10. 2 Specialty Vehicles TBD NEGOTIATE
11. 2 Fire Department Typical Staff Vehicle 1,080.00$         1,050.00$         -$30.00
12. 1 Fire Department Specialty Vehicle 675.00$            650.00$            -$25.00
13. DELIVERY OR PICK UP NO CHARGE NO CHARGE

SUB- TOTAL 32,535.00$          37,350.00$             +$4,815.00

PROPOSAL 2: Removals
EST. QTY. Complete for Complete for

ITEM VEHICLES          DESCRIPTION the sum of: the sum of:
1. 10 Fully Marked 150.00$            250.00$            +$100.00
2. 3 Traffic Safety 150.00$            250.00$            +$100.00
3. 1 Traffic Safety Camaro 150.00$            250.00$            +$100.00
4. 1 ACO Vehicles 150.00$            250.00$            +$100.00
5. 2 K-9 150.00$            350.00$            +$200.00
6. 1 PSA Vehicle 150.00$            250.00$            +$100.00
7. 2 Command Vehicle 150.00$            250.00$            +$100.00
8. 1 Evidence Technician 150.00$            250.00$            +$100.00
9. 10 Administration/Investigation/Special Ops 100.00$            175.00$            $+75.00
10. 2 Specialty Vehicles 150.00$            NEGOTIATE Unable to Determine
11. 2 Fire Department Typical Staff Vehicle 150.00$            175.00$            +$25.00
12. 1 Fire Department Specialty Vehicle 100.00$            175.00$            +$75.00
13. DELIVERY OR PICK UP NO CHARGE NO CHARGE

SUB- TOTAL 4,850.00$            7,725.00$               +$2,875.00





CITY OF TROY ITB 02-57
Opening Date -- 6-3-03 BID TABULATION Page 1 of 2
Date Prepared -- 7/16/03 CAR EQUIPMENT INSTALLATIONS & REPAIR

VENDOR NAME: MOBILE WIRELESS WINDER
COMMUNICATION RESOURCES POLICE

PROPOSAL 1: New Car/Equipment Installation Prices SALES EQUIPMENT
EST. QTY. Complete for Complete for Complete for

ITEM VEHICLES          DESCRIPTION the sum of: the sum of: the sum of:
1. 10 Fully Marked 1,080.00$         1,350.00$         2,578.60$         
2. 3 Traffic Safety 1,080.00$         1,350.00$         2,978.60$         
3. 1 Traffic Safety Camaro 1,080.00$         1,500.00$         2,978.60$         
4. 1 ACO Vehicles 1,080.00$         1,250.00$         3,178.60$         
5. 2 K-9 1,215.00$         1,500.00$         3,878.60$         
6. 1 PSA Vehicle 1,080.00$         1,250.00$         2,378.60$         
7. 2 Command Vehicle 1,080.00$         1,350.00$         3,378.60$         
8. 1 Evidence Technician 1,080.00$         1,350.00$         2,578.60$         
9. 10 Administration/Investigation/Special Ops 675.00$            600.00$            1,378.60$         
10. 2 Specialty Vehicles TBD NEGOTIATE 3,878.60$         
11. 2 Fire Department Typical Staff Vehicle 1,080.00$         1,050.00$         1,978.60$         
12. 1 Fire Department Specialty Vehicle 675.00$            650.00$            3,878.60$         
13. DELIVERY OR PICK UP NO CHARGE NO CHARGE NO CHARGE

SUB- TOTAL 32,535.00$          37,350.00$             89,729.60$             

PROPOSAL 2: Removals
EST. QTY. Complete for Complete for Complete for

ITEM VEHICLES          DESCRIPTION the sum of: the sum of: the sum of:
1. 10 Fully Marked 150.00$            250.00$            1,000.00$         
2. 3 Traffic Safety 150.00$            250.00$            1,200.00$         
3. 1 Traffic Safety Camaro 150.00$            250.00$            1,200.00$         
4. 1 ACO Vehicles 150.00$            250.00$            1,500.00$         
5. 2 K-9 150.00$            350.00$            2,000.00$         
6. 1 PSA Vehicle 150.00$            250.00$            950.00$            
7. 2 Command Vehicle 150.00$            250.00$            1,200.00$         
8. 1 Evidence Technician 150.00$            250.00$            1,000.00$         
9. 10 Administration/Investigation/Special Ops 100.00$            175.00$            500.00$            
10. 2 Specialty Vehicles 150.00$            NEGOTIATE 2,000.00$         
11. 2 Fire Department Typical Staff Vehicle 150.00$            175.00$            700.00$            
12. 1 Fire Department Specialty Vehicle 100.00$            175.00$            2,000.00$         
13. DELIVERY OR PICK UP NO CHARGE NO CHARGE NO CHARGE

SUB- TOTAL 4,850.00$            7,725.00$               37,050.00$             

PROPOSAL 3:
REPAIR PARTS AND LABOR RATE PER MAN-HOUR PER MAN-HOUR PER MAN-HOUR

Labor Rates Regular Time: 306 Hours 80.00$             65.00$             75.00$             
Over-Time - Emergency Service: 120.00$            97.50$             112.50$            
Holiday Time - Emergency Service: 120.00$            130.00$            150.00$            

SUB- TOTAL 24,480.00$             19,890.00$          22,950.00$             

PARTS: Markup of : 20% 25% %

      Cost Sheet Dated: 4/1/03 6/3/03

Marked as: COST SHEET DEALER COST PRICE SHEET

SUB- TOTAL 3,195.06$               3,172.95$            N/A
    ESTIMATED ANNUAL COST INCLUDING PARTS/LABOR (ALL ITEMS): 65,060.06$             68,137.95$             N/A
ESTIMATED ANNUAL TOTAL COST AWARDED ITEMS: 37,385.00$          23,062.95$          



CITY OF TROY ITB 02-57
Opening Date -- 6-3-03 BID TABULATION Page 2 of 2
Date Prepared -- 7/16/03 CAR EQUIPMENT INSTALLATIONS & REPAIR

VENDOR NAME: MOBILE WIRELESS WINDER
COMMUNICATION RESOURCES POLICE

SALES EQUIPMENT

YEARS OF SERVICE 25 46 35
PERSONNEL:

Marked as: EMPLOYEE LIST TECHNICIANS PERSONNEL LIST

INSURANCE Can meet XX XX XX
Cannot meet

SITE INSPECTION: Yes or No NO NO NO
Date

TERMS: N/30 NET 30 NET 30 DAYS

WARRANTY: PER SPECS 3 YEARS PER MFG

DELIVERY DATE: N/A 6/3/03 VARIOUS

EXCEPTIONS: NONE LISTED ATTACHED
IN BID TO BID

NO BIDS
  CBS Specialties PROPOSAL:  Three(3) Year Requirements of Car Equipment
  Priority 1 Emergency Installations and Repair Including an Option to Renew for Three (3)

Additional Years
ATTEST:
  Russell Wiepert
  Gerard Scherlinck
  Charlene McComb
  Linda Bockstanz

_____________________________
Jeanette Bennett
Purchasing Director

BOLDFACE TYPE DENOTES LOW BIDDERS

G: Car Equipment Installations & Repairs ITB 02-57
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A Regular Meeting of the Troy City Council was held Monday, August 4, 2003, at City Hall, 500 
W. Big Beaver Road. Mayor Pryor called the Meeting to order at 7:35 P.M. 
 
The Invocation was given by Mr. Hailu Robele – The Baha’I Fait and the Pledge of Allegiance 
to the Flag was given. 

ROLL CALL 

PRESENT: Mayor Matt Pryor 
Robin E. Beltramini 
Cristina Broomfield (Absent) 
David Eisenbacher 
Martin F. Howrylak   
David A. Lambert 
Jeanne M. Stine 
 

Resolution to Excuse Council Member Broomfield 
 
Resolution #2003-08-386 
Moved by Eisenbacher   
Seconded by Lambert  
 
RESOLVED, That Council Member Broomfield’s absence at the Regular City Council Meeting 
and Closed Session of August 4, 2003 BE EXCUSED due to illness. 
 
Yes: All-6 
No: None 
Absent: Broomfield  

A-1  Presentation:  Emily Polet, proposed Student Representative to the Liquor Committee, 
introduced herself to City Council, City Staff and the members of the audience. 

 
PUBLIC HEARINGS -  No Public Hearings Scheduled 

POSTPONED ITEMS - No Postponed Items 

 
PUBLIC COMMENT: 

A. Items on the Current Agenda 
 

City of Troy
E-02
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F-3 Council Rules of Procedure Amendments to Accommodate 3rd Regular Meeting 
Per Month 

 
Resolution #2003-08- 
Moved by Howrylak  
Seconded by Stine  
 
RESOLVED, That City Council take NO ACTION on City Management’s recommendation to 
the Council Rules of Procedure and that City Council CONTINUE TO ADHERE to the current 
Council Rules of Procedure as adopted. 
 
Vote on Amendment 
 
Resolution #2003-08-387 
Moved by Beltramini   
Seconded by Stine   
 
RESOLVED, That the motion to take no action be AMENDED to provide for modification of 
Article 15, VISITORS, by striking “five (5) minutes” and inserting “three (3) minutes”. 
 
Yes: Beltramini, Stine  
No: Eisenbacher, Howrylak, Lambert, Pryor  
Absent:  Broomfield  
 
MOTION FAILED 
 
Proposed Amendment 
 
Resolution #2003-08- 
Moved by Eisenbacher   
Seconded by Lambert  
 
RESOLVED, That the motion to take no action be AMENDED to provide for modification of 
Article 7.  STUDY SESSIONS by striking in its entirety, and Article 23. AGENDA ITEMS 
SUBMITTED BY COUNCIL MEMBERS, as recommended by City Management.  
 
Vote on Amendment to Amendment 
 
Resolution #2003-08-388 
Moved by Beltramini   
Seconded by Pryor  
 
RESOLVED, That the proposed amendment be AMENDED to provide for MODIFICATIONS of 
Article 6. REGULAR BUSINESS, by striking, “Article 15” and inserting, “Article 14”, and by 
striking, “May 6, 2002” and inserting, “August 4, 2003”. 
 
Yes: All-6 
No: None 
Absent: Broomfield 
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Vote on Amended Amendment 
 
Resolution #2003-08-389 
Moved by Eisenbacher   
Seconded by Lambert  
 
RESOLVED, That the motion to take no action be AMENDED to provide for MODIFICATIONS 
of Article 6. REGULAR BUSINESS, by striking, “Article 15” and inserting, “Article 14”, and by 
striking, “May 6, 2002” and inserting, “August 4, 2003”; Article 7. STUDY SESSIONS by 
striking in its entirety, and Article 23. AGENDA ITEMS SUBMITTED BY COUNCIL MEMBERS, 
as recommended by City Management.  
 
Yes: All-6 
No: None 
Absent: Broomfield 
 
Vote on Amendment 
 
Resolution #2003-08-390 
Moved by Beltramini  
Seconded by Eisenbacher  
 
RESOLVED, That the motion to take no action be AMENDED to provide for modification of 
Article 8 (b). MINUTES, as recommended by City Management. 
 
Yes: All-6 
No: None 
Absent: Broomfield 
 
Vote on Amended Resolution 
 
Resolution #2003-08-391 
Moved by Howrylak  
Seconded by Stine  
 
RESOLVED, That City Council take NO ACTION on City Management’s recommendation to 
the Council Rules of Procedure and that City Council CONTINUE TO ADHERE to the current 
Council Rules of Procedure as adopted WITH MODIFICATIONS to Article 6. REGULAR 
BUSINESS, by striking, “Article 15” and inserting, “Article 14”, and by striking, “May 6, 2002” 
and inserting, “August 4, 2003”; Article 7. STUDY SESSIONS by striking, Council Rules of 
Procedure, Article 7. STUDY SESSIONS, in its entirety; Article 8(b) MINUTES, as 
recommended by City Management, and Article 23. AGENDA ITEMS SUBMITTED BY 
COUNCIL MEMBERS, as recommended by City Management. 
 
Yes: All-6 
No: None 
Absent: Broomfield 
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F-5 City Calendar – Staff Time Accounting Estimates and Time Constraints to Produce 

2004 Edition 
 
Resolution #2003-08-392 
Moved by Lambert  
Seconded by Beltramini  
 
RESOLVED, That an informal RFP process for a printing contract for the City of Troy Calendar 
using a short-list of vendors who have performed quality work for other entities with similar 
calendar formats is hereby APPROVED. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the RFP will CONTAIN a provision to allow for up to two 
annual renewal options subject to approval of City Council. 
 
Yes: Pryor, Beltramini, Lambert, Stine  
No:  Eisenbacher, Howrylak  
Absent:  Broomfield  
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
RECESS: 8:40 P.M. – 8:58 P.M. 

E-11 Standard Purchasing Resolution 1: Award to Low Bidders - Car Equipment 
Installations and Repair 

 
Resolution #2003-08- 
Moved by Pryor 
Seconded by Stine  
 
RESOLVED, That the contracts for three (3) year requirements of car equipment installations 
and repair including an option to renew for three (3) additional years are hereby AWARDED to 
the low bidders, Mobile Communications Sales, Inc. for installs and removals, and Wireless 
Resources for repairs (P/L), at an estimated annual total cost of $37,385.00 and $23,063.00 
respectfully, at prices contained in the bid tabulation opened June 3, 2003, a copy of which 
shall be ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this meeting. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the awards are CONTINGENT upon contractor’s 
submission of properly executed proposals and bid documents, including insurance certificates 
and all other specified requirements. 
 
Vote on Postponement 
 
Resolution #2003-08-393 
Moved by Pryor 
Seconded by Eisenbacher  
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RESOLVED, That Standard Purchasing Resolution 1: Award to Low Bidders - Car Equipment 
Installations and Repair be POSTPONED until the Regular City Council Meeting scheduled for 
Monday, August 18, 2003. 
 
Yes: All-6 
No: None 
Absent: Broomfield  
 
F-7 Oak Forest Subdivisions, Fetterly Drain, Regional Detention and Linear Park 

Development 
 
Resolution #2003-08-394 
Moved by Stine  
Seconded by Howrylak  
 
RESOLVED, That Ladd’s Real Estate & Development, the developers of the Forest Oaks 
Subdivisions, shall PROCEED with development, if so desired, in accordance with all current 
state and local legislation and development standards pertaining to but not limited to wetlands, 
wetland mitigation or mitigation banking and onsite storm water detention. 
 
Yes: Howrylak, Lambert, Stine, Beltramini  
No: Eisenbacher, Pryor  
Absent: Broomfield  
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
F-8 Proposed Amendment to Chapter 13 of the City Code – Historic Preservation 
 
Vote on Postponement 
 
Resolution #2003-08-395 
Moved by Howrylak  
Seconded by Pryor  
 
RESOLVED, That the proposed amendment to Chapter 13 of the City Code – Historic 
Preservation be REFERRED back to the Historic District Commission for a meeting with the 
affected property owners and that action to adopt proposed amendment be POSTPONED until 
the Regular City Council Meeting scheduled for Monday, October 6, 2003. 
 
Yes: All-6 
No: None 
Absent: Broomfield  
 
F-10 Appointment of Civic Center Priority Task Force 
 
Resolution #2003-08- 
Moved by Lambert  
Seconded by Beltramini  
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RESOLVED, That the following members are appointed to serve on the Civic Center Priority 
Task Force: 
 
Mary Ann Bernardi (Troy Citizens United) 
Leonard Bertin (Advisory Committee for Persons with Disabilities) 
Ann Partlan Deane Blythe (Historic District Commission) 
Ryan Deel (Traffic Committee) 
Catherine Herzog (Troy Youth Council) 
Michelle Hodges (Troy Shareholders) 
Tom Krent (Parks and Recreation Advisory Board) 
Mark Maxwell (Board of Zoning Appeals) 
David Ogg (Advisory Committee for Senior Citizens) 
Carol Price (Downtown Development Authority) 
Walter Storrs (Planning Commission 
Brian Wattles (Historical Commission) 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the following members will serve as alternates: 
 
Gary Chamberlain (Planning Commission) 
Debbie DeBacker (Troy Citizens United) 
Rosemary Kornacki (Historical Commission) 
Matthew Kovacs (Board of Zoning Appeals) 
Manessa Shaw (Troy Youth Council) 
Charles Solis (Traffic Committee) 
 
Vote on Amendment 
 
Resolution #2003-08-396 
Moved by Howrylak  
Seconded by Lambert  
 
RESOLVED, That Resolution be AMENDED by INSERTING “Deane Blythe (Historic District 
Commission)” as an alternate. 
 
Yes: All-6 
No: None 
Absent: Broomfield  
 
Vote on Amended Resolution 
 
Resolution #2003-08-397 
Moved by Lambert  
Seconded by Beltramini  
 
RESOLVED, That the following members are appointed to serve on the Civic Center Priority 
Task Force: 
 
Mary Ann Bernardi (Troy Citizens United) 
Leonard Bertin (Advisory Committee for Persons with Disabilities) 
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Ann Partlan (Historic District Commission) 
Ryan Deel (Traffic Committee) 
Catherine Herzog (Troy Youth Council) 
Michelle Hodges (Troy Shareholders) 
Tom Krent (Parks and Recreation Advisory Board) 
Mark Maxwell (Board of Zoning Appeals) 
David Ogg (Advisory Committee for Senior Citizens) 
Carol Price (Downtown Development Authority) 
Walter Storrs (Planning Commission 
Brian Wattles (Historical Commission) 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the following members will serve as alternates: 
 
Gary Chamberlain (Planning Commission) 
Debbie DeBacker (Troy Citizens United) 
Deane Blythe (Historic District Commission) 
Rosemary Kornacki (Historical Commission) 
Matthew Kovacs (Board of Zoning Appeals) 
Manessa Shaw (Troy Youth Council) 
Charles Solis (Traffic Committee) 
 
Yes: All-6 
No: None 
Absent: Broomfield  
 
F-9 Final Site Condominium Approval – Shady Creek South Site Condominium, North 

Side of Long Lake Road and East Side of Shady Creek Drive, Section 10 – R-1B 
 
Resolution #2003-08-398 
Moved by Stine  
Seconded by Beltramini  
 
RESOLVED, That the Final Plan, as submitted under Section 34.30.00 of the Zoning 
Ordinance (Unplatted One-Family Residential Development) for the development of a One-
Family Residential Site Condominium know as Shady Creek South Site Condominium, located 
on the north side of Long Lake Road and east of Shady Creek Drive, including 5 home sites, 
within the R-1B and R-1C Zoning Districts, being 3.02 acres in size, is hereby APPROVED, as 
recommended by City Management. 
 
Yes: All-6 
No: None 
Absent: Broomfield 
 
G-8  Presentation by Automaton Alley Requesting Financial Assistance of Troy from a 

Portion of Its SmartZone Tax Increment District  
Noted and Filed 
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G-14  Petition from Charleston Club Condominium Association to Reconsider Decision 
to Require a Pedestrian Cross Access Easement. A Resolution From the Planning 
Commission and Memorandum From the City Attorney is Also Enclosed - (Green) 

Noted and Filed 
 
G-16  Memorandum, Re: City Council Visitor Speaking Time Report 

Noted and Filed 
 
 
B.  Items Not on the Current Agenda 
 
CONSENT AGENDA  

E-1 Approval of Consent Agenda 
 
Resolution #2003-08-399 
Moved by Lambert  
Seconded by Eisenbacher  
 
RESOLVED, That all items as presented on the Consent Agenda are hereby APPROVED as 
presented with the exception of Item E-6 which shall be considered after Consent Agenda (E) 
items, as printed. 
 
Yes: All-6 
No: None 
Absent: Broomfield 

E-2  Minutes: Regular Meeting of July 21, 2003 
 
Resolution #2003-08-399-E-2 
 
RESOLVED, That the Minutes of the 7:30 PM Regular Meeting of July 21, 2003, be 
APPROVED as submitted. 

E-3 Proposed City of Troy Proclamation(s):  No Proclamations Submitted 

E-4 Request for Acceptance of Permanent Easement for Sanitary Sewer and Approval 
to Pay Consideration – Dequindre Sewer Project No. 02.406.5 – James and Nancy 
Barlow, Sidwell #88-20-13-281-001 

 
Resolution #2003-08-399-E-4 
 
RESOLVED, That the Permanent Easement for Sanitary Sewer from James and Nancy 
Barlow, owners of 40503 Dequindre, having Sidwell #88-20-13-281-001 is hereby ACCEPTED, 
and that payment is authorized in the amount of $2,017.73 plus recording costs. 
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the City Clerk is hereby DIRECTED to record said 
documents with Oakland County Register of Deeds, a copy of which shall be ATTACHED to 
the original Minutes of this meeting. 

E-5 Private Agreement for Ashbury Sanitary Sewer Extension – Project No. 02.405.3 
 
Resolution #2003-08-399-E-5 
 
RESOLVED, That the Contract for the Installation of Municipal Improvements (Private 
Agreement) between the City of Troy and Destiny Construction & Custom Homes, Inc. is 
hereby APPROVED for the installation of sanitary sewer on the site and in the adjacent right of 
way, and the Mayor and City Clerk are AUTHORIZED to execute the documents, a copy of 
which shall be ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this meeting. 

E-7 Request for Temporary Sales/Construction Office Trailer, Colleen Meadows Site 
Condominium 

 
Resolution #2003-08-399-E-7 
 
RESOLVED, That the request from Kathleen Padden of the Edison Building Company, to place 
and occupy a sales trailer during construction of Colleen Meadows Site Condominium, is 
hereby APPROVED for a twelve month period in accordance with Chapter 47, House Trailers 
and Trailer Courts, Section 6.41(3) of the Code of the City of Troy. 

E-8 Southeast Michigan Council of Governments (SEMCOG) 2003 Membership Dues 
 
Resolution #2003-08-399-E-8 
 
RESOLVED, That the 2003 annual membership dues to the Southeast Michigan Council of 
Governments (SEMCOG) are hereby APPROVED in the amount of $11,630.00. 

E-9 Request for Approval of Temporary Office Trailer – UnaSource Health – 4600 
Investment Drive 

 
Resolution #2003-08-399-E-9 
 
RESOLVED, That the request from UnaSource Health to place an office trailer on the site of 
their office building at 4600 Investment Drive, to be used for medical testing, for a period not to 
exceed 12 months, is hereby APPROVED in accordance with Chapter 47, House Trailers and 
Trailer Courts, Section 6.41(2), of the Code of the City of Troy. 

E-10 Private Agreement for Dequindre Medical Offices, Project No. 02.929.3 
 
Resolution #2003-08-399-E-10 
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RESOLVED, That the Contract for the Installation of Municipal Improvements (Private 
Agreement) between the City of Troy and Dequindre Medical Offices, is hereby APPROVED for 
the installation of sanitary sewer, detention, water main, sidewalks, paving and soil erosion on 
the site and in the adjacent right of way, and the Mayor and City Clerk are AUTHORIZED to 
execute the documents, a copy of which shall be ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this 
meeting. 

E-12 Standard Purchasing Resolution 1: Award to Low Bidder – Troy Daze Tents 
 
Resolution #2003-08-399-E-12 
 
RESOLVED, that a contract to furnish, set-up, and take down all tents and sidewalls associated 
with the 2003 Magic of Fall/Troy Daze Festival is hereby AWARDED to the low bidder, S & R 
Tent Rental, Inc., at an estimated total cost of $17,655.00, at unit prices contained in the bid 
tabulation opened 7/25/03, a copy of which shall be ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this 
meeting. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the award is CONTINGENT upon contractor submission of 
properly executed proposal and bid documents, including insurance certificates and all other 
specified requirements. 

E-13 Troy Daze Fireworks Permit 
 
Resolution #2003-08-399-E-13 
 
RESOLVED, That City Council PERMIT a fireworks display at the Troy Daze Festival as part of 
the Festival in 2003 on Sunday, September 14, 2003 in conjunction with the Troy Daze/Magic 
of Fall Festival. 

E-14 Amendment to Brownfield Plan #3 
 
Resolution #2003-08-399-E-14 
 
RESOLVED, That Troy City Council APPROVES the Public Hearing date and notice to amend 
Brownfield Redevelopment Plan #3, to be held on September 8, 2003 at 7:30 PM, Troy City 
Hall at 500 W Big Beaver Road, Troy, Michigan.  
 
ITEM TAKEN OUT 0F ORDER 

E-6 Standard Purchasing Resolution 1: Award to Low Bidder – Sidewalk Replacement 
and Installation Program 

 
Resolution #2003-08-400 
Moved by Beltramini  
Seconded by Lambert  
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RESOLVED, That a contract to provide a Sidewalk Replacement and Installation Program 
through June 30, 2003 with an option to renew for two (2) additional one-year periods is hereby 
AWARDED to the low bidder, Hard Rock Concrete, Inc. for an estimated total cost of 
$366,210.00, at unit prices contained in the bid tabulation opened 7/22/03, a copy of which 
shall be ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this meeting. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the award is CONTINGENT upon contractor submission of 
properly executed bid and contract documents, including bonds, insurance certificates and all 
other specified requirements; and if changes to the quantity of work are needed, the total 
arithmetic dollar value of all such changes does not exceed +/- 25% of the contract total per 
year and falls within budgetary limits. 
 
BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, That City Council DIRECT City Administration to provide a report 
to City Council at the end of this contract listing all cases where development standards were 
waived and the amount of savings that resulted. 
 
Yes: All-6 
No: None 
Absent: Broomfield 
 
REGULAR BUSINESS 

F-1 Appointments to Boards and Committees: (1) Mayoral Appointments: a) (2) City 
Council Appointments 

 
 

(b) City Council Appointments 
 
Resolution #2003-08-401 
Moved by Lambert  
Seconded by Howrylak  
 
RESOLVED, That the following persons are hereby APPOINTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL to 
serve on the Boards and Committees as indicated: 
 

Historical Commission 
Appointed by Council (7) – 3 years 
 
Kevin Lindsey Term expires 07-31-2006 
 
Library Board 
Appointed by Council (5) – 3 years 
 
Steve S. Zhang  Term expires 07-01-2004 (Student) 
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Liquor Committee 
Appointed by Council (7) – 3 years 
 
Emily Polet Term expires 07-01-2004 (Student) 
 
Parks and Recreation Board 
Appointed by Council (10) – 3 years 
 
Lawrence Jose Term expires 09-30-2006 
 
Yes: All-6 
No: None 
Absent: Broomfield 
 
Appointments Carried-Over as Item F-1 on the Next Regular City Council Meeting 
Agenda Scheduled for August 18, 2003: 
 
 

(a) Mayoral Appointments 
 

Economic Development Corporation 
Mayor, Council Approval (9) – 6 years 
 
 Term expires 04-30-2009 
 
 Term expires 04-30-2009 
 
 Term expires 04-30-2009 
 
Planning Commission 
Mayor, Council Approval (9) – 3 years 
 
 Term expires 07-01-2004 (Student) 
 

(b) City Council Appointments 
 

Historical Commission 
Appointed by Council (7) – 3 years 
 
 Term expires 07-31-2006 
 
 Term expires 07-1-2004 (Student) 
 
 Term expires 07-1-2004 (Student) 
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Parks and Recreation Board 
Appointed by Council (10) – 3 years 
 
 Term expires 07-31-2003 (School Rep) 
 
 Term expires 07-01-2004 (Student) 
 
Troy Daze 
Appointed by Council (9) – 3 years 
 
 Term expires 07-01-2004 (Student) 
 
Youth Council 
Appointed by Council (9) – 3 years 
 
 Term expires 08-31-2004  
 
 
F-2 Closed Session 
 
Resolution #2003-08-402 
Moved by Lambert  
Seconded by Beltramini  
 
RESOLVED, That the City Council of the City of Troy SHALL MEET in Closed Session as 
Permitted by State Statute MCLA 15.268 (e), Roy Rathka v. City of Troy, after adjournment of 
this meeting.    
 
Yes: All-6 
No: None 
Absent: Broomfield 
 
F-4 Traffic Committee Recommendations: 1) Recommend No Changes to Haverford 

and Springbrook, and 2) Install NO PARKING Signs on Both Sides of Evanswood 
From Robart North to Dead End 

 
1)  Recommend No Changes to Haverford and Springbrook 
 
Resolution #2003-08-403-1 
Moved by Eisenbacher  
Seconded by Stine  
 
RESOLVED, That no changes be made to traffic control at Haverford and Springbrook. 
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Yes: All-6 
No: None 
Absent: Broomfield 
 
2) Install NO PARKING Signs on both Sides of Evanswood from Robart North to 

Dead End 
 
Resolution #2003-08-403-2 
Moved by Eisenbacher  
Seconded by Stine  
 
RESOLVED, That NO PARKING signs be INSTALLED on both sides of Evanswood from 
Robart north to dead end. 
 
Yes: All-6 
No: None 
Absent: Broomfield 
 
F-6 City of Troy v Molenda – Oakland County Circuit Court Case No. 02-042748 CC 
 
Resolution #2003-08-404 
Moved by Eisenbacher  
Seconded by Howrylak  
 
RESOLVED, That the Troy City Council authorizes the City Attorney’s Office to EXECUTE the 
attached Consent Judgment in the Troy v Molenda condemnation case and AUTHORIZES 
payment of sums set forth in the Consent Judgment. 
 
Yes: All-6 
No: None 
Absent: Broomfield 
 
COUNCIL COMMENTS/COUNCIL REFERRALS 

REPORTS AND COMMUNICATIONS 

G-1 Minutes – Boards and Committees: 
 
a) Troy Daze/Final – June 24, 2003 
b) Parks and Recreation Advisory Board/Final – June 26, 2003 
c) Planning Commission/Final July 8, 2003 
d) Library Advisory Board/Draft – July 10, 2003 
e) Board of Zoning Appeals/Draft – July 15, 2003 
f) Traffic Committee/Draft – July 16, 2003 

Noted and Filed 

G-2 Department Report(s): 
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G-3 Announcement of Public Hearings: 
a) Street Vacation Application (SV-180) – A Section of Alley Located East ½ of Alger Street, 

South of Birchwood Street and North of Maple Road – Section 26 – Scheduled for August 
18, 2003 

b) Commercial Vehicle Appeal, Robert Falerios, 3305 Troy Drive, Scheduled for August 18, 
2003 

c) Parking Variance Request, Traumatic Brain and Catastrophic Injury Clinic, 1059 Owendale, 
Scheduled for August 18, 2003 

Noted and Filed 
 
G-4 Proposed Proclamations/Resolutions from Other Organizations: None proposed. 
 
G-5  Letters of Appreciation: 
 
a) Letter from Diane E. Ward, American Red Cross, To City of Troy Employees Thanking 

Them for the Hosting a Blood Drive During the Week of July 28, 2003  
b) Letter from Patricia Hawthorne to the Troy Police Department Thanking Them for the Their 

Assistance During a Recent Emergency Situation 
c) Letter from Henry & Margaret Brown to Chief Craft Thanking Officer Himrod for Assistance 

During a Recent Car Mechanical Situation 
d) Thank You From Michigan Association of Municipal Clerks to John Szerlag for His 

Participation at their 2003 Annual Summer Conference 
e) Thank You From Mary Ann Bernardi to Tonni Bartholomew for Service 
f) Thank You From Art Orzame to Cindy Stewart for Ash Tree Removal Service 
g) Thank You From Annette Sargent to City of Troy for Professional and Attentive Life Guards 

at the Aquatic Center 
Noted and Filed 

 
G-6  Calendar 

Noted and Filed 
 
G-7  Certificate of Achievement Presented to John M. Lamerato Acknowledging his 

Successfully Completing the Requirement for the Basic Fiduciary Designation 
 
 
G-9  Memorandum, Re: Sidewalk Map 
 
G-10  Memorandum, Re: Pedestrian Options for Crossing Big Beaver Road – Near Big 

Beaver Industrial Park 
 
G-11  Memorandum (Green), Re: Proposed Ordinance Amendments – Chapter 90, 

Animals – Three Year Dog License and Chapter 60, Fees and Bonds Required 
 
G-12  Memorandum, Re: Concession Operations Update 
 
 
G-13  Memorandum, Re: SOCRRA Update 
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G-15  Memoranda (Green), Re: Projected Undercapitalization for the following 1) Fire 

Station #3, 2) Bond Issue Acquisition of Property 
 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 

The meeting adjourned at 12:31 A.M. 
 
 
 
      __________________________________________ 

Matt Pryor, Mayor 
 
 
 

      ______________________________________ 
      Tonni L. Bartholomew, MMC 

City Clerk 



PROCLAMATION 
CELEBRATING 35 YEARS   

J.D. POWER & ASSOCIATES 
 
WHEREAS , In 1968, when Dave Power founded the firm his goal was to provide an unbiased source 
of marketing information based on the opinions of consumers; and 
 
WHEREAS , J.D. Power & Associates has now been in business for 35 years and has four offices in 
the United States and five other offices around the world, the firm’s success is visible by the multitude 
of clients they work with including many Fortune 500 firms and almost every vehicle manufacture and 
importer conducting business in the U.S. market; and  
 
WHEREAS , The Troy office of J.D. Power & Associates has a staff of 130 employees which conduct 
quality and customer satisfaction research and consulting operations for the automotive industry; and 
 
WHEREAS , The city of Troy would like to congratulate everyone at J.D. Power & Associates including 
Chairman J.D. "Dave" Power III, President and CEO Steve Goodall, Senior Partner and Executive 
Vice President of International Operations James D. "Jamey" Power, Executive Vice President Harold 
Krivan and Executive Vice President Bob Reilly; and 
 
WHEREAS , J.D. Power & Associates is an asset to both the business community and to consumers 
by helping people to make better purchasing decisions through credible, meaningful and easily 
accessible customer-based information; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Troy City Council does hereby congratulate J.D. 
Power & Associates on their 35th Anniversary. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That we commend the J.D. Power & Associates’ employees for their 
tradition of excellence and dedication in their 35 years of customer satisfaction research and 
consulting. 
 
Presented this 19th day of August 2003. 

City of Troy
E-03b



  August 8, 2003 
 
 
TO:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Jeanette Bennett, Purchasing Director 
  Carol Anderson, Director of Parks and Recreation 
 
SUBJECT: Standard Purchasing Resolution 1:  Award To Low Bidders –  

Tee Shirt Contract 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
On Wednesday, July 16,2003, bids were opened for one (1) year requirements of Tee Shirts 
(various types) with an option to renew for one additional year. City management recommends 
awarding the contract to the low total bidders, Kel Graphics of Cadillac, MI for Items 2 & 4, and 
Corporate Images of Denver, CO for Items 1, 3, & 5, at an estimated total annual cost of 
$10,525.00 and $20,433.00, respectfully, at unit prices contained in the attached bid tabulation 
dated July 16, 2003.  The contract shall commence on October 1, 2003, and expire  
September 30, 2004. 
 
 
SUMMARY 
Ten companies submitted competitive bids.  The bid was awarded to the low total bidder in each 
Item category, with the exception of Items 3 and 5, which were awarded together to the low total 
bidder.  It was determined to be in the City’s best interest to award these items to the same 
vendor, as Item #3 is a plain 100% cotton Tee Shirt and Item #5 is the embroidery for those 
shirts.  The two successful vendors are aware of the guaranteed delivery date clause, and feel 
confident they can meet the turnaround schedule.  
 
 
BUDGET 
Funds are available in the various Parks and Recreation Program Accounts. 
 
 
 
 
98 Vendors Notified on MITN System 
  2 Walk-In Vendors 
10 Bid Responses Rec’d 

1 Late Bid  
3 No Bids:   (2) Companies not interested at this time 
  (1) Company had time constraints 

 
 
 
 
 
Prepared by: Barb Rupas, Recreation Supervisor 
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CITY OF TROY ITB-COT 03-18
Opening Date -- 7-16-03 BID TABULATION Pg. 1 of 6
Date Prepared -- 7/28/03 COTTON & 50/50 TEE SHIRTS

VENDOR NAME: KEL GRAPHICS CORPORATE CARE METRO
IMAGES APPARREL PRINTING SVC

INDUSTRIES
CHECK # 7012303 104041 385070414 ON FILE
CHECK AMOUNT $500.00 $500.00 $500.00 $500.00

EST PRICE/ PRICE/ PRICE/ PRICE/
QTY DESCRIPTION EACH EACH EACH EACH

ITEM #1-- 50/50 Short Sleeve Shirts   (5,300 T-Shirts)
(50% Cotton & 50% Polyester w/One Color Imprint)
REQUIREMENTS: October 1, 2003 - September 30, 2004

2500 Youth - Small, Med,Large 2.85$               2.59$              2.68$               2.68$                
2700 Adult -  Small,Med,Large,Xlarge 2.85$               2.97$              3.00$               3.05$                

80 Adult -  XXLarge 3.85$               4.05$              4.16$               4.25$                
20 Adult - XXXLarge 3.95$               5.05$              4.42$               4.75$                

2000 Single Digit 0.35$               0.26$              0.25$               0.30$                
400 Double Digit 0.40$               0.26$              0.50$               0.60$                

QUOTING ON STYLE: G800 50/50T G8000B/G8000 6310PC 50/50
MANUFACTURED BY: Gildan Gildan FOL Gildan 5.6oz
COLORS AVAILABLE: (Minimum 24) Listed in 2003 21 Colors 29 Colors Will Provide

Catalog Catalog

ESTIMATED TOTAL (ITEM#1): 16,067.00$     15,543.00$     15,921.20$     16,210.00$       

ITEM #2 -- 100% Cotton - 900 Short Sleeve Shirts (Imprinting) w/Two Colors
REQUIREMENTS: October 1, 2003 - September 30, 2004

650 Adult - Med,Large,Xlarge 3.15$               4.00$              3.09$               4.17$                
250 Adult - XXLarge 4.45$               5.25$              4.84$               5.38$                

QUOTING ON STYLE: G200  100% Cotton G2000 #5254-Corrected 100% Cotton
MANUFACTURED BY: Gildan Gildan Hanes Gildan 6.1oz
COLORS AVAILABLE: (Minimum 24) Listed in 2003 40 Colors 29 Colors Will Provide

Catalog Catalog
ESTIMATED TOTAL (ITEM#2): 3,160.00$       3,912.50$       3,218.50$       4,055.50$         

ITEM #4 -- 50% Cotton/50% Polyester Blend - 2,600 Short Sleeve Shirts w/Two Colors
REQUIREMENTS: October 1, 2003 - September 30, 2004

900 Youth -Small, Medium, Large 2.80$               2.89$              3.38$               3.55$                
1700 Adult - Medium, Large, X-Large 2.85$               2.99$              3.66$               3.90$                

QUOTING ON STYLE: G800 50/50T G8000B/G8000 6310PC 50/50
MANUFACTURED BY: Gildan Gildan FOL Gildan
COLORS AVAILABLE: (Minimum 6) Listed in 2003 21 Colors 29 Colors Will Provide

Catalog Catalog
ESTIMATED TOTAL (ITEM#4): 7,365.00$       7,684.00$       9,264.00$       9,825.00$         

CITY OF TROY ITB-COT 03-18
Opening Date -- 7-16-03 BID TABULATION Pg 2 of 6



Date Prepared -- 7/28/03 COTTON & 50/50 TEE SHIRTS
CARE METRO

VENDOR NAME: KEL GRAPHICS CORPORATE APPARREL PRINTING SVC
IMAGES INDUSTRIES

EST PRICE/ PRICE/ PRICE/ PRICE/
QTY DESCRIPTION EACH EACH EACH EACH

ITEM #3 -- 100% Cotton - 1,000 Short Sleeve Shirts  (No Imprinting)
REQUIREMENTS: October 1, 2003 - September 30, 2004

800 Adult - Med,Large,Xlarge 2.40$               2.40$              2.25$               2.59$                
200 Adult - XXLarge 4.05$               3.60$              3.79$               3.76$                

QUOTING ON STYLE: G200  100%T G2000 #5254-Corrected 100% Cotton 6.1oz
MANUFACTURED BY: Gildan Gildan Hanes Gildan
COLORS AVAILABLE: (Minimum 24) Listed in 2003 40 Colors 28 Colors Will Provide

Catalog Catalog
ITEM #5 -- Shirt Embroidery for Approx. 1,000 Shirts

1000 Shirt Embroidery only 2.25$               2.25$              2.98$               3.20$                
ESTIMATED TOTAL (ITEM#3 & 5): 4,980.00$       4,890.00$       5,538.00$       6,024.00$         

Thread Chart Will Provide
NUMBER OF COLORS AVAILABLE: Sent Separately 9 30 Color Chart

ESTIMATED GRAND TOTAL ALL ITEMS: 31,572.00$     32,029.50$     33,941.70$     36,114.50$       

ESTIMATED TOTAL AWARDED ITEMS: 10,525.00$     20,433.00$     N/A N/A

SAMPLES INCLUDED No No Yes No
Y-Yes or N - No

HOURS OF OPERATION 8-5 8:30-5 9-5
EMERGENCY PHONE # (800) 331-5251 (800) 567-7833 Not Available

TERMS NET 30 NET 30 NET 30 DAYS NET 30 DAYS
2-3 WKS FROM

DELIVERY 10 Working Days 20 DAYS 30-60 Days ARO ORDER DATE

WARRANTY Blank Blank Blank N/A

EXCEPTIONS Blank Blank Blank Blank

NO BIDS: PROPOSAL:  One Year Requirements of Tee Shirts (Various Types)
  A Plus Printing with an Option to Renew for One Additional Year
  Harwood Uniforms
  Unitex Direct BOLDFACE TYPE DENOTES LOW BIDDERS
ATTEST:
  Barb Rupas
  Charlene McComb Jeanette Bennett
  Linda Bockstanz Purchasing Director

G\:TshirtsBid ITB-COT 03-18



CITY OF TROY ITB-COT 03-18
Opening Date -- 7-16-03 BID TABULATION Pg. 3 of 6
Date Prepared -- 7/28/03 COTTON & 50/50 TEE SHIRTS

VENDOR NAME: ALLSTAR PROMO WORKZ BACHMAN LIBRA
PRINTING EMBROIDERY INDUSTRIES

& DESIGN
CHECK # 91692751162 133857 889649529 386060364
CHECK AMOUNT $500.00 $500.00 $500.00 $500.00

EST PRICE/ PRICE/ PRICE/ PRICE/
QTY DESCRIPTION EACH EACH EACH EACH

ITEM #1-- 50/50 Short Sleeve Shirts   (5,300 T-Shirts)
(50% Cotton & 50% Polyester w/One Color Imprint)
REQUIREMENTS: October 1, 2003 - September 30, 2004

2500 Youth - Small, Med,Large 2.99$             3.36$             3.75$             3.85$            
2700 Adult -  Small,Med,Large,Xlarge 3.45$             3.36$             3.75$             3.55$            
80 Adult -  XXLarge 4.97$             4.56$             4.50$             4.40$            
20 Adult - XXXLarge 5.29$             4.91$             4.75$             4.75$            

2000 Single Digit 0.35$             1.15$             0.60$             1.00$            
400 Double Digit 0.53$             1.75$             1.20$             1.00$            

QUOTING ON STYLE: 50/50 5.6 oz  50/50 50/50 5.6 OZ 8000/8000B
MANUFACTURED BY: Various Jerzees/Gildan Gilden Gildan
COLORS AVAILABLE: (Minimum 24) Listed in 21 Colors 21 Colors 21 Colors

Color Book

ESTIMATED TOTAL (ITEM#1): 18,205.40$     20,935.00$     21,635.00$     22,057.00$    

ITEM #2 -- 100% Cotton - 900 Short Sleeve Shirts (Imprinting) w/Two Colors
REQUIREMENTS: October 1, 2003 - September 30, 2004

650 Adult - Med,Large,Xlarge 3.69$             3.78$             4.50$             3.95$            
250 Adult - XXLarge 5.21$             4.95$             5.65$             4.85$            

QUOTING ON STYLE: 50/50 100% Cotton 6.1oz 100% 6.1 oz 2000
MANUFACTURED BY: Various Gildan Gilden Gildan
COLORS AVAILABLE: (Minimum 24) Listed in 42 Colors 42 Colors 24 Colors

Color Book

ESTIMATED TOTAL (ITEM#2): 3,701.00$       3,694.50$       4,337.50$       3,780.00$      

ITEM #4 -- 50% Cotton/50% Polyester Blend - 2,600 Short Sleeve Shirts w/Two Colors
REQUIREMENTS: October 1, 2003 - September 30, 2004

900 Youth -Small, Medium, Large 3.53$             3.92$             4.15$             4.80$            
1700 Adult - Medium, Large, X-Large 3.99$             3.91$             4.15$             4.50$            

QUOTING ON STYLE: 50/50 5.6oz 50/50 5.6oz 50/50 5.6 Oz 8000/8000B
MANUFACTURED BY: Various Gildan Gilden Gildan
COLORS AVAILABLE: (Minimum 6) Listed in 21 Colors 21 Colors 21 Colors

Color Book
ESTIMATED TOTAL (ITEM#4): 9,960.00$       10,175.00$     10,790.00$     11,970.00$    

CITY OF TROY ITB-COT 03-18
Opening Date -- 7-16-03 BID TABULATION Pg. 4 of 6
Date Prepared -- 7/28/03 COTTON & 50/50 TEE SHIRTS



VENDOR NAME: ALLSTAR PROMOWORKZ BACHMAN LIBRA
PRINTING EMBROIDERY INDUSTIRES

& DESIGN
EST PRICE/ PRICE/ PRICE/ PRICE/
QTY DESCRIPTION EACH EACH EACH EACH

ITEM #3 -- 100% Cotton - 1,000 Short Sleeve Shirts  (No Imprinting)
REQUIREMENTS: October 1, 2003 - September 30, 2004

800 Adult - Med,Large,Xlarge 3.23$             2.84$             3.75$             2.95$            
200 Adult - XXLarge 4.29$             4.01$             4.25$             3.85$            

QUOTING ON STYLE: 100% 6.1oz 100% Cotton 6.1oz 100% 6.1 oz 2000
MANUFACTURED BY: Gilden/FOL Gildan Gilden Gildan
COLORS AVAILABLE: (Minimum 24) Listed in 42 Colors 42 Colors 24 Colors

Color Book
ITEM #5 -- Shirt Embroidery for Approx. 1,000 Shirts

1000 Shirt Embroidery only 3.97 3.59 2.25 4.00$            
ESTIMATED TOTAL (ITEM#3 & 5): 7,412.00$       6,664.00$       6,100.00$       7,130.00$      

NUMBER OF COLORS AVAILABLE: 100+ 12 over 200 Several

ESTIMATED GRAND TOTAL ALL ITEMS: 39,278.40$     41,468.50$     42,862.50$     44,937.00$    

SAMPLES INCLUDED No Yes No No
Y-Yes or N - No

HOURS OF OPERATION 8-5 9:30-5 8-5 8-5
EMERGENCY PHONE # (800) 868-7438 (248) 613-1637 (734) 320-3617 (517) 788-9738

TERMS 30 DAYS NET 30 NET 30 NET 30 DAYS
Courier As Required

DELIVERY 10 Working Days UPS Ground Via UPS 2-3 Weeks

WARRANTY Blank 90 Days Yes On Mfg Defects

EXCEPTIONS One Lot Listed in Blank Blank
Pricing Bid
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CITY OF TROY ITB-COT 03-18
Opening Date -- 7-16-03 BID TABULATION Pg. 5 of 6
Date Prepared -- 7/28/03 COTTON & 50/50 TEE SHIRTS

MELROSE
VENDOR NAME: LINEN SVC BULLDOG

dba CADILLAC PROMOTIONS
CHECK # 101190281 120474
CHECK AMOUNT $500.00 $500.00

EST PRICE/ PRICE/
QTY DESCRIPTION EACH EACH

ITEM #1-- 50/50 Short Sleeve Shirts   (5,300 T-Shirts)
(50% Cotton & 50% Polyester w/One Color Imprint)
REQUIREMENTS: October 1, 2003 - September 30, 2004

2500 Youth - Small, Med,Large 3.78$             4.00$             
2700 Adult -  Small,Med,Large,Xlarge 3.78$             4.25$             
80 Adult -  XXLarge 5.08$             4.87$             
20 Adult - XXXLarge 5.28$             5.50$             

2000 Single Digit 2.80$             0.50$             
400 Double Digit 2.80$             1.00$             

QUOTING ON STYLE: 8000/8000B 50/50  5.3oz
MANUFACTURED BY: Gilden FOL
COLORS AVAILABLE: (Minimum 24) 21 Colors 29 Colors

ESTIMATED TOTAL (ITEM#1): 26,888.00$     23,374.60$    

ITEM #2 -- 100% Cotton - 900 Short Sleeve Shirts (Imprinting) w/Two Colors
REQUIREMENTS: October 1, 2003 - September 30, 2004

650 Adult - Med,Large,Xlarge 4.48$             5.25$             
250 Adult - XXLarge 5.88$             6.00$             

QUOTING ON STYLE: G2000 Ultra Cotton 6.1
MANUFACTURED BY: Gilden Gilden
COLORS AVAILABLE: (Minimum 24) 42 Colors 34 Colors

ESTIMATED TOTAL (ITEM#2): 4,382.00$       4,912.50$      

ITEM #4 -- 50% Cotton/50% Polyester Blend - 2,600 Short Sleeve Shirts w/Two Colors
REQUIREMENTS: October 1, 2003 - September 30, 2004

900 Youth -Small, Medium, Large 5.88$             6.50$             
1700 Adult - Medium, Large, X-Large 5.91$             7.00$             

QUOTING ON STYLE: G8000/8000B 50/50 Crew Neck
MANUFACTURED BY: Gilden FOL

COLORS AVAILABLE: (Minimum 6) 21 Colors 29 Colors

ESTIMATED TOTAL (ITEM#4): 15,339.00$     17,750.00$    

CITY OF TROY ITB-COT 03-18
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MELROSE
VENDOR NAME: LINEN SVC BULLDOG

dba CADILLAC PROMOTIONS

EST PRICE/ PRICE/
QTY DESCRIPTION EACH EACH

ITEM #3 -- 100% Cotton - 1,000 Short Sleeve Shirts  (No Imprinting)
REQUIREMENTS: October 1, 2003 - September 30, 2004

800 Adult - Med,Large,Xlarge 2.39$             3.00$             
200 Adult - XXLarge 3.79$             3.75$             

QUOTING ON STYLE: G2000 100% Preshrunk
MANUFACTURED BY: Gilden Gilden
COLORS AVAILABLE: (Minimum 24) 42 Colors 34 Colors

ITEM #5 -- Shirt Embroidery for Approx. 1,000 Shirts

1000 Shirt Embroidery only 3.00$             4.25$             
ESTIMATED TOTAL (ITEM#3 & 5): 5,670.00$       7,400.00$      

NUMBER OF COLORS AVAILABLE: 100+ 15+

ESTIMATED GRAND TOTAL ALL ITEMS: 52,279.00$     53,437.10$    

SAMPLES INCLUDED No Yes
Y-Yes or N - No

HOURS OF OPERATION 7-5 8-6
EMERGENCY PHONE # (313) 325-0713 (248) 879-5518

TERMS 90 DAYS 2%/10,N/30

DELIVERY 30 DAYS Free - 2 Weeks

WARRANTY Blank Yes

EXCEPTIONS Blank Listed in
Bid
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August 5, 2003 
 
 
 
 
TO:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Douglas J. Smith, Real Estate & Development Director 
  Patricia A. Petitto, Senior Right of Way Representative 
 
SUBJECT: Request for Acceptance of Permanent Easements for  

Norton & Montclair Storm Drain/Sewer – Section 3   
 Sidwell #88-20-03-201-022, #88-20-03-201-038 & #88-20-03-201-039 
 
In connection with the installation of a rear yard drainage project on Montclair and 
Norton, in the northeast ¼ of Section 3, south of South Boulevard and west of 
Rochester Road, the Real Estate and Development Department has acquired the 
following permanent easements for storm drain/sewer.  The consideration amount on 
each document is $1.00. 
 
 GRANTOR      SIDWELL 
 1.  Patricia A. Tubbs Trust    88-20-03-201-022 
 2.  Toivo J. Erickson & Judith A. Erickson 88-20-03-201-038 
 3.  Reedy J. Deel & Ilene M. Deel   88-20-03-201-039 
 
In order to proceed with this project, we recommend that City Council accept the 
attached permanent easements. 
 
 
 
cc:  Timothy Richnak, Public Works Director 
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August 5, 2003 
 
 
TO:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Douglas Smith, Real Estate & Development Director 
 
RE: Request for Acceptance of Permanent Easement for Sanitary 

Sewer and Approval to Pay Consideration – Dequindre Sewer 
Project No. 02.406.5 – Adib Shamaoun and Georgitt Chaliouit 
Sidwell #88-20-13-281-002 
 
 

In connection with the installation of a sanitary sewer line on Dequindre, 
north of Hill Street, in Section 13, the Real Estate and Development Department 
reached an agreement for a sanitary sewer easement with Adib Shamaoun and 
Georgitt Chaliouit, owners of property at 40461 Dequindre, having  
Sidwell #88-20-13-281-002. 
 
Based on an appraisal prepared by Patricia Petitto, Senior Right of Way 
Representative and State Licensed Appraiser, Management believes that the 
appraised value of $1,782 is justified for this easement.  This amount 
compensates for 1,980 square feet of real property. 
 
It is the intention of the  City to bring sewer service to properties along Dequindre 
Road, between Wattles and Long Lake, who are currently serviced by septic 
fields.  This is the last parcel needed for this project.  It is anticipated that sewer 
installations will be completed prior to the widening of Dequindre Road. 
 
Under current regulation, property owners are required to hook up to sanitary 
sewer within 18 months of the installation of the sewer if a residential structure is 
within 200 feet of the sewer main.  Staff has fully informed the property owners of 
this regulation and all fees. 
 
Management recommends that City Council accept the attached permanent 
easement for sanitary sewer and authorize a payment of $1,782.  Funding for the 
easements will come from the Water and Sewer Fund. 
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August 5, 2003 
 
 
 
 
TO:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Douglas Smith, Real Estate & Development Director 
  Patricia A. Petitto, Senior Right of Way Representative 
 
RE: Request for Acceptance of Permanent Easement for Watermain 

and Sanitary Sewer  – Dequindre Medical Center 
 Project No. 02.929.3 – Sidwell #88-20-24-226-030 and -031 

 
 

In connection with the construction of the Dequindre Medical Center at 38837 
Dequindre in the Northeast ¼ of Section 24, the Real Estate and Development 
Department has acquired a watermain and sanitary sewer easement from 38837 
Dequindre Company, L.L.C., owners of property.  The consideration on the 
document is $1. 
 
Management recommends that City Council accept the attached easement. 
 
 
cc:  Steve Vandette, City Engineer 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

City of Troy
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August 5, 2003 
 
 
 
 
TO:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Douglas Smith, Real Estate & Development Director 
  Patricia A. Petitto, Senior Right of Way Representative 
 
RE: Request for Acceptance of Permanent Easement for Drainage and 

Approval to Pay Consideration  
 Section 1 Golf Course Passing Lane - Project No. 98.910.5  
 Patricia H. Schaefer Runquist - Sidwell #88-15-36-376-013 

 
 

In connection with the construction of a passing lane near the entrance to the 
City’s new golf course, the Real Estate and Development Department has 
acquired a drainage easement from Patricia H. Schaefer Runquist, owner of 
property having Sidwell #88-15-36-376-013.  This parcel is located on the north 
side of South Boulevard between John R and Dequindre in Rochester Hills.  The 
easement will allow for us to relocate the existing drain to the north so that the 
passing lane may be constructed within the existing right of way. 
 
Based on an appraisal prepared by Dennis Stephens, Right of Way 
Representative and State Licensed Appraiser, and reviewed and approved by 
Kimberly A. Harper, Deputy Assessor and State Licensed Appraiser, 
Management believes that the appraised value of $2,725 is justified for this 
easement.  This amount compensates for 3,300 square feet of real property. 
 
Management recommends that City Council accept the attached permanent 
easement for drainage and authorize a payment of $2,725.  Funding for the 
easement will come from the proceeds of a Golf Course Bond. 
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August 6, 2003 
 
 
 
 
TO:   The Honorable Mayor and City Council   
 
FROM:  John Szerlag, City Manager    
  Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services  

Douglas J. Smith, Real Estate & Development Director 
Patricia A. Petitto, Senior Right of Way Representative  

 
SUBJECT: Request to Authorize Mayor and City Clerk to Sign Easement 
  To Detroit Edison for Fire Station #3 – Southwest ¼ of Section 20 

Sidwell #88-20-20-376-006 
 
 

In order to get power to our new Fire Station #3 on the north side of Big Beaver 
Road between Crooks and Coolidge, Detroit Edison has requested that the City of 
Troy grant them a Permanent Underground Easement.  The easement location has 
been approved by our Engineering Department.   
 
Therefore, we recommend that City Council approve the attached easement from 
the City of Troy to Detroit Edison and authorize the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the 
easement. 
 
 
cc:  William Nelson, Fire Chief 
       Steve Vandette, City Engineer 
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August 12, 2003 
 
 
 
TO:   The Honorable Mayor and City Council   
 
FROM:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 

Douglas J. Smith, Real Estate & Development Director 
Dennis C. Stephens, Right of Way Representative 

 
SUBJECT: Request for Acceptance of Warranty Deed and Permanent Easements 
  Peacock Farms Site Condominiums – McComb Construction Co. 

Project No. 01.918.3 - Sidwell #88-20-03-401-004, 019, and 
#88-20-03-279-018 

 
In connection with the construction of the Peacock Farms site condominium 
development on the West side of Rochester Road North of Sq. Lake Road, the Real 
Estate & Development Department has acquired the documents listed below.  The 
consideration on each document is $1. 
 
 GRANTOR    TYPE OF DOCUMENT 
 McComb Construction Co.  Warranty Deed for Peacock Drive  
 McComb Construction Co.                 Permanent Easement for Public Utilities 
 McComb Construction Co.             Permanent Easement for Storm Sewer  
 Gerald & Merilyn Peacock               Permanent Easement for Storm Sewer 
 Gerald & Merilyn Peacock             Permanent Easement for Public Utilities 
  
 
 
In order for the developers to proceed with this project, management recommends that 
City Council accept the attached deed and easements. 
 
 
cc: Parcel File 
        
 
Att. 
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 TO:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 

John M. Lamerato, Assistant City Manager/Finance & Admin. 
Cindy Stewart, Community Affairs Director 

 
SUBJECT: Proposed 2004 City Council Meetings  
 
DATE:  August 13, 2003 
 
 
The Community Affairs Department is working on a number of projects for 2004.   We need your 
assistance regarding dates for the 2004 City Council meetings for inclusion in the City Calendar, 
City website, and future Troy Today issues.  The following dates take into account all holidays and 
election days, as well as the third meeting you recently added and are submitted for your approval: 
 
Monday, January 5, 12 & 26 
Monday, February 2, 16 & 23   
Monday, March 1, 15 & 22 
Monday, April 12, 19 & 26 
Monday, May 3, 10 & 24 
Monday, June 7 & 21 
Monday, July 12 & 19 
Monday, August 9 & 23 
Monday, September 13, 20 & 27 
Monday, October 4, 18 & 25 
Monday, November 8, 15 & 29 
Monday, December 6, 20 (two meetings due to end of month holidays) 
 
These are dates for Liquor Violation Hearings 
Wednesday, February 18 7:30 pm 
Wednesday, February 25 7:30 pm 

City of Troy
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TO: Mayor and Members of Troy City Council   
FROM: Lori Grigg Bluhm, City Attorney 
DATE: August 13, 2003 

  
  

SUBJECT: Paul Mancini v. City of Troy  
 

 

 
 
 
Enclosed please find a copy of a lawsuit that was recently filed against the City of 

Troy by Paul Mancini.  According to the complaint, Mr. Mancini sustained a fall on the 
sidewalk in front of the house at 4425 Reilly Street (his house).  This fall allegedly 
occurred on February 23, 2003 at 8:30 pm.  The complaint alleges that the City is liable for 
his injuries, under the defective highway exception to governmental immunity.  The 
complaint describes the sidewalk as hazardous and dangerous, due to “depressed/raised 
portions of the sidewalk and depressed/raised concrete that was covered by an unnatural 
accumulation of snow and ice.”     

 
Mr. Mancini’s damages are not specified in the complaint, but he is seeking 

damages in excess of $25,000, the circuit court jurisdictional limit.  Our office will defend 
the City of Troy absent contrary direction.  If you have any questions concerning the 
above, please let us know.  
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TO: Mayor and Members of Troy City Council   
FROM: Lori Grigg Bluhm, City Attorney 
DATE: August 13, 2003 

  
  

SUBJECT: Old Troy, LLC v. City of Troy et. al  
 

 

 
 
Enclosed please find a copy of a lawsuit that was recently served on the City of 

Troy.  This lawsuit is filed by Old Troy, LLC., against the City of Troy, the State of 
Michigan, Oakland County Drain Commissioner, Oakland County, all utility companies and 
all neighboring property owners within 300 feet.   The Plaintiffs are requesting the vacation 
of an electric and telephone easement over the property at 3278 Rochester Road, which is 
identified on the plat of the Torpey Acres Subdivision.  Under state statute, Plaintiffs are 
required to include all of the Defendants in order to obtain their requested relief.  The 
Plaintiffs argue that a vacation of this easement is necessary, so that they can build a 
commercial building over the easement.  They state in the complaint that the easement 
has not been in use since the subdivision was platted in 1954.    

 
Under the state statute, the Plaintiffs could expedite the process by the entry of a 

stipulated order agreeing to the vacation of the easement.  This stipulation would need to 
be signed by all of the named Defendants.  Our  office will monitor this lawsuit absent 
objections from City Council.  If the Plaintiffs are successful in obtaining the consent of the 
other Defendants, then City Council will have an opportunity to revisit this case in the very 
near future.   

 
 If you have any questions concerning the above, please let me know.                 
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August 14, 2003 
 
 
 
 
TO:   The Honorable Mayor and City Council   
 
FROM:  John Szerlag, City Manager    
  Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services  

Douglas J. Smith, Real Estate & Development Director 
Patricia A. Petitto, Senior Right of Way Representative  

 
SUBJECT: Request for Approval to Pay Business Relocation Claim 
  Currey Management Institute 
  O’Rilley Building Tenant – 2780 Rochester Road 

 
 
 

In compliance with Michigan Laws and Federal Guidelines, businesses displaced 
by a public project are entitled to Relocation Benefits that include payments for 
actual reasonable moving costs, actual reasonable expenses to reestablish the 
business, and payment for actual reasonable expenses to search for a replacement 
property.  The moving costs are the actual costs based on the lowest of three bids.  
The reestablishment expenses are limited to $10,000 and the searching expenses 
are limited to $1,000.  All costs must be reasonable and supported by receipts. 
 
Attached is a copy of a “Relocation Claim” from Currey Management Institute, one 
of the businesses that are being displaced from 2780 Rochester Road.  They have 
moved to 575 East Big Beaver, in Troy and have submitted a Relocation Claim for 
$12,066.   
 
Therefore, the Real Estate & Development Department requests approval to pay 
actual relocation expenses upon submission of receipts and in an amount not to 
exceed $12,066 for the attached Relocation Claim from Currey Management 
Institute.  The funds will come from the Downtown Development Authority (DDA) 
budget for land acquisition. 
 
 
Att. 
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  August 14, 2003 
 
TO:  MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF COUNCIL  

FROM: LORI GRIGG BLUHM, CITY ATTORNEY 
                       SUE LANCASTER, ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY 
 

RE:  WOODSIDE BIBLE/NORTHWYCK PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT 

_______________________________________________________________________________ 

Under the provisions of the Development Agreement for the Woodside Bible 
Church/Northwyck Planned Unit Development (PUD), if a portion of the land is 
conveyed to a subsequent developer or owner, the parties are required to notify the 
City of the transfer of ownership of property, and also to execute a document 
identifying the assumed responsibility of each party for compliance with the approved 
PUD agreement.   (Paragraph 7.D.) 

Woodside Bible Church conveyed the designated residential condominium 
portion of the property on the north side of the parcel to Robertson Northwyck on July 
18, 2003.  As required, the parties have drafted an Agreement Concerning Allocation 
of Responsibilities Pursuant to Development Agreement for the City of Troy’s review 
and/or approval.  That agreement provides that Robertson Northwyck will assume all 
responsibility for enforcement purposes on the property it now owns and Woodside 
will do the same for its property. All future owners will also be bound by the 
Agreement. The Agreement clarifies for the City and future owners who is 
responsible for maintenance and repair for designated portions of the property. The 
Agreement will be recorded with the Oakland County Register of Deeds. 

If the Agreement meets with City Council approval, City Council should adopt 
a Resolution approving the Agreement and authorizing the Mayor and City Clerk to 
execute the document. 
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TO: Mayor and Members of Troy City Council   
FROM: Lori Grigg Bluhm, City Attorney 
DATE: August 14, 2003 

  
  

SUBJECT: Economic Development Corporation   
 

 

In 1974, the State legislature passed the Economic Development 
Corporations Act as part of comprehensive planning, housing and zoning package in an 
attempt to reduce unemployment, afford economic assistance to industries, assist 
rehabilitation of blight areas, and promote urban redevelopment.  (Mid Michigan Farm 
and Grain Assoc, Inc. v. Henning, 127 Mich. App. 735 (1983).  Under the state statute 
(MCL 125.1601 et. seq.), the Economic Development Corporation (EDC) is independent 
of the municipality, and serves as a non-profit corporation that exists to aid and sponsor 
economic development projects within the City.  (OAG No. 5493 (1979)).  One of the 
methods of providing assistance is through the issuance of bonds at a lower cost for the 
company.   

 
In approximately 1980, Troy created its own EDC.  The EDC has entertained 

petitions from the following entities:  Handleman, Sandy Corporation, Walsh College, 
Drury Inn, Willowgreen Building Group Project, Allied Metals Corp, Modern Engineering 
(request later withdrawn) and the Troy Airport.  On several occasions, the EDC issued 
bonds at a reduced cost for business entities.   Some of these bonds are still 
outstanding, and the EDC cannot dissolve until the last bond issue has been retired.  For 
example, the Drury Inn has just refinanced in order to complete some modifications to 
their property. As a result, the EDC is required to stay intact, even though it functions 
only sporadically. 

 
Historically, members of the EDC have expressed frustration, since their service 

to the City is utilized on a very sporadic basis.  As a result, City Council has explored 
other options for the EDC.  One potential option is to use the Downtown Development 
Authority (DDA) as the EDC.  A second option is to use the Planning Commission as the 
EDC.  Unfortunately, it is my opinion that this creative proposal will not work for our 
community, which has a population greater than 5,000 persons.     

 
MCL 125.1605 expressly permits communities with populations under 5,000 

persons to have a statutorily compliant planning commission simultaneously serve as the 
EDC.   This dual servitude can be created by ordinance.  There are analogous provisions 
for Planning Commissions in communities with populations under 5,000 persons.  
According to MCL 125.32, a duly created EDC, DDA or a Tax Increment Financing 
Authority (TIFA) can serve as the Planning Commission, as long as the borders are 
consistent with the City.  However, the explicit limitation of the job sharing to 
communities of 5,000 persons or less implies that communities with populations greater 
than 5,000 are not entitled to utilize the boards for multiple functions.   
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This conclusion is further strengthened by MCL 125.33, which expressly 
precludes Planning Commission members (except as referenced above) from holding 
any other municipal office (other than allowing one member serving as a member of the 
Board of Zoning Appeals).  This would preclude using the Planning Commission as the 
EDC.    

 
There is no statutory authority allowing the entire board of the DDA to serve as 

the EDC.  Additionally, the state DDA statute allows non-residents to be appointed to the 
DDA when they have a business interest in the district.  In order to meet the 
qualifications of the DDA, it would be almost impossible to appoint only residents to the 
DDA Board.  However, in other boards, such as the EDC, that do not share the 
limitations of the DDA, should only have members that are residents of Troy.  (Chapter 6, 
Section 6.1 of the Troy Charter).  This would preclude using the DDA as the EDC.   

 
There are also other complications, such as inconsistent terms, inconsistent 

purposes, and the need to maintain a completely independent EDC.  For all of these 
reasons, it is my strong recommendation that there be no modifications to the EDC 
appointment process at this time.   However, there is no prohibition in appointing persons 
to more than one board.  For example, the EDC has a number of administrative 
positions, and approximately six remaining positions to fill.  City Council may wish to 
appoint all of the resident members of the DDA to the EDC.    

 
Please let me know if you have additional questions concerning the above.                  
 
 

 
        
 
    
 



TO:  Mayor & City Council 
 
FROM: Ethnic Issues Advisory Board 
 
RE:  Student Rep Appointment 
 
DATE:  August 13, 2003 
 
 
 
Padma Kuppa made a motion at the August 12, 2003 Ethnic Issues Advisory 
Board to recommend Katie Beyer as a new student representative to the EIA 
Board, second by Hailu Robele.  The motion was approved unanimously.  
Application is attached.  
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August 5, 2003 
 
 
TO:  Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Doug Smith, Real Estate and Development Director  
 
SUBJECT: LDFA Financing Assistance for Automation Alley and 

SmartZone Headquarters 
 
Attached is a request by Automation Alley and the SmartZone to assist with 
the financing for a new facility to house both the Technology Center for the 
SmartZone and Automation Alley Headquarters.  While the Technology 
Center does need to be located within the SmartZone, Automation Alley 
does not, but would like to be located in Troy’s SmartZone.  Management 
believes that there is a strong advantage to having Automation Alley have a 
Troy address when they are out pursuing companies around the world to 
locate into Oakland County.  After reviewing the cost associated with having 
approximately 10,000 – 12,000 square foot facility in the SmartZone, there 
was a gap of approximately $265,000 that could not be met by state and 
county funds.  Therefore, Automation Alley is requesting assistance from 
Troy, from its share of the tax increment district.  This contribution would be 
$53,000 each year over a five-year period.   
 
The following is the list of items identified in the Joint Southfield/Troy 
Development Plan and Tax Increment-Financing Plan for the LDFA. 
 
PHASE I 
 

The Big Beaver, Rochester to Dequindre project 
potentially requires the full acquisition of 13 to 
15 parcels along the south side of Big Beaver, 
from Dequindre to the west.  If these parcels 
become full acquisitions, the homes currently 
on the property would be demolished as part of 
the project.  Relocation of the affected 
homeowners would be part of the right-of-way 
phase of the project.  There is also potential for 
various temporary construction easements and 
grading permits along the entire project length. 
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The right-of-way phase is in progress and is 
expected to be completed by December 2003.  
The City is preparing preliminary right-of-way 
plans to be approved by MDOT prior to any 
acquisition taking place.  The right-of-way 
phase is estimated at $4,200,000.  The City’s 
share of this amount is $840,000. 

 
Also the McCullouch Drain improvement 
project. 

 
PHASE II 
 

Future projects include the renovation of the 
street grid to the south and east of the Certified 
Technology Park (C.T.P.).  In addition, an on-
ramp from southbound Rochester Road to 
northbound I-75 would be an intended long-
term project associated with the C.T.P. and the 
SmartZone. 

 
In Phase I there is no estimate for the McCulloch Drain 
Improvements at this time.  However, there is a clear 
budget for the Big Beaver Road widening from Rochester 
to Dequindre.  The local share of this project will be 
$1,500,000, and attached is a schedule for principal and 
interest payments for this type of bond issue.  You will 
note in the chart below that in 2004, the tax increment 
from the LDFA would be $75,460, none of which would 
be required for this bond issue for this project.  In the 
second year, $215,027 would be available; therefore, the 
first installment of the bond issue, which would require 
approximately $89,000, would still leave enough money 
to provide the $53,000 for the funding of the building. 
 
 
Management recommends that Council approve this 
funding. 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

 
Year LFDA 40% 

Captured Taxes 
Big Beaver  
Bond  
Request 

Automation Alley 
Building 

LDFA 
Remainder 

2004 75,460.25 0 53,000 22,460.25 
2005 215,027.64 89,375.00 53,000 72,652.64 
2006 329,800.81 82,500.00 53,000 194,300.81 
2007 332,639.50 106,812.50 53,000 172,827 
2008 335,655.41 105,437.50 53,000 177,217,91 
     
    ___________ 
     

 
 
Attachments: 
 

• Estimated State Values & Captured Taxes Schedule 
• Principal and Interest Requirement Schedule for $1.5 Million Bond 
• SmartZone Map 
• Automation Alley Technology Center Introduction 
• Automation Alley Technology Accelerator Article 
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DATE:  August 12, 2003 
 
TO:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Steve Vandette, City Engineer 
  Mark F. Miller, Planning Director 
 
SUBJECT: FINAL PLAN APPROVAL – Peacock Farms Site Condominium –  

West of Rochester Road, North of Square Lake Road – Section 3 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
City Council granted Preliminary Plan Approval on August 20, 2001.  The Engineering 
Department granted approval of the engineering plans based upon the City’s 
Development Standards; therefore, the development will not cause or exacerbate 
drainage problems on contiguous properties, due to surface run-off from the proposed 
development.  In addition, the contract for installation of municipal improvements 
including the required escrow deposits and cash fees, are presented for approval on the 
August 18, 2003 City Council agenda.  A MDEQ Wetlands Permit was granted for the 
555 cubic yards of clean fill within a 0.19 acre regulated wetlands.  The proposed site 
condominium complies with all applicable ordinance requirements.  City Management 
recommends approval of the Final Plan for Peacock Farms Site Condominium. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The proposed Single-Family Residential Site Condominium known as Peacock Farms, 
involve an 11-acre assembly of R-1B zoned properties lying west of Rochester Road, 
north of Square Lake Road, and specifically north of Ottawa Road.  The subject site 
consists of the rear major portion of acreage parcels, which include the Peacock Poultry 
Farm's operation, along with a portion of a large platted lot extending south to Ottawa 
Road.  The developer was unable to acquire land extending further to the west on 
Ottawa, and thus will be developing a single-loaded street in that area.  The proposed 
street pattern will extend north from Ottawa and then west to an area involving platted 
but unopened partial street rights-of-way and street easements lying south of Marengo 
and east of Norton Street.  The petitioners propose street rights-of-way and 
improvements which will provide for the extension of a full street to the north toward 
Marengo.   
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The home sites within this development will be sized in accordance with the lot-
averaging provisions applicable to the subject R-1B Zoning District.  The proposed 
shallow-sloped unfenced storm water detention area in the southeast portion of the 
property will ultimately be conveyed to the City for maintenance.  The Wetlands 
Evaluation carried out by the petitioner's consultant generally concurred with the City's 
Interim Environmental Consultant.  There are 21 site condominium units proposed. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Attachments 
 
cc: Mark Stimac, Director of Building and Zoning 
 Petitioner 

File/Peacock Farms 
 
 
 



















UNPLATTED RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT LEVELS OF APPROVAL 
 

Preliminary Plan Approval  
A sign is placed on the property informing the public of the proposed development. 
Adjacent property owners are notified by mail 
Public meeting held by Planning Commission for review and recommendation to City Council 
City Council reviews and approvals plan 
 
The following items are addressed at Preliminary Plan Approval: 

• Street Pattern, including potential stub streets for future development 
• Potential development pattern for adjacent properties 
• Fully dimensioned residential parcel layout, including proposed building configurations 

o Number of lots 
o Building setbacks 
o Lot dimensions 
o Locations of easements 

• Preliminary sanitary sewer, storm sewer, and water main layout 
• Environmental Impact Statement (if required) 
• Location(s) of wetlands on the property 
 

Final Plan Approval 
Notice sign is posted on site 
City Council review and approval of: 

• Final Plan 
• Contract for Installation of Municipal Improvements (Private Agreement) 
 

The following items are addressed at Final Plan Approval: 
• Fully dimensioned plans of the total property proposed for development, prepared by 

registered Civil Engineer or Land Surveyor 
• Corners of all proposed residential parcels and other points as necessary to determine 

that the potential parcels and building configurations will conform with ordinance 
requirements 

• Warranty Deeds and Easement documents, in recordable form for all ROW. and 
easements which are to be conveyed to the public 

• Construction plans for all utilities and street improvements, prepared in accordance 
with City Engineering Design Standards: 

o Sanitary and Storm sewer 
o Water mains 
o Detention / Retention basins 
o Grading and rear yard drainage 
o Paving and widening lanes 
o Sidewalk and driveway approaches 

• Approval from other government agencies involved with the development 
• Verification of wetlands and M.D.E.Q. permit if necessary 
• Financial guarantees to insure the construction of required improvements and the 

placement of proper property and parcel monuments and markers shall be furnished 
by the petitioner prior to submittal of the Final Plan to the City Council for review and 
approval 

• Floor Plans and Elevations of the proposed residential units 
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COMPARISON BETWEEN SITE CONDOMINIUMS AND PLATS   

 
The site condominium is a form of development that closely resembles the more 
traditional form of land subdivision known as a “subdivision” or a “plat”.  Although both 
types of development have the same basic characteristics, site condominiums are a 
newer form of development and are not, therefore, as familiar to homebuyers and 
neighbors as the more customary plats.  An important concept related to any type of 
condominium development is that condominiums are a form of OWNERSHIP, not a type 
of physical development. 
 
The following summary is intended to compare and contrast the two types of 
development. 
 

1. Comparisons between site condominiums and plats. 
 

a. Statutory Basis – Site condominium subdivisions first became possible 
under the Michigan Condominium Act, which was adopted by the Michigan 
Legislature in 1978.  Plats are created under the Michigan Land Division 
Act, formerly the Michigan Subdivision Control Act of 1967. 

 
b. Nature and Extent of Property Ownership – An individual homesite 

building in a platted subdivision is called a “lot”.  In a site condominium, 
each separate building site or homesite is referred to by the Condominium 
Act as a “unit”.  Each unit is surrounded by “limited common area”, which is 
defined as common elements reserved in the master deed for the exclusive 
use of less than all of the co-owners”.  The remaining area in the site 
condominium is “general common area”, defined as the common elements 
reserved in the master deed for the use of all of the co-owners.  The nature 
and extent of ownership of a platted lot and a condominium unit, with the 
associated limited common area, are essentially equivalent from both a 
practical and legal standpoint. 

 
c. Compliance with Zoning Ordinance – Both site condominiums and 

subdivisions are required to comply with the minimum requirements of the 
City of Troy Zoning Ordinance for area and bulk, including minimum lot 
size, lot width, setbacks and building height.  Essentially, site 
condominiums and subdivisions in Troy must “look” similar.   

 
d. Creation/Legal Document – A site condominium is established by 

recording in the records of the county in which the land is located a master 
deed, bylaws and condominium subdivision plan (“plan”).  A platted 
subdivision is created by the recording of a subdivision plat (“plat”), usually 
coupled with a declaration of easements, covenants, conditions and 
restrictions   The plan depicts the condominium units and limited and 
general common areas, while the plat defines the lots.  Both have 
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substantially the same geometrical appearance and characteristics.  The 
master deed and bylaws on the one hand and the declaration on the other 
have essentially the same functions with respect to the site condominium or 
platted subdivision, namely, establishment of:  (i) building and use 
restrictions; (ii) rights of homeowners to use common areas; (iii) financial 
obligations of owners; and, (iv) procedures for operation of the subdivision. 

 
e. Home Maintenance and Real Estate Taxes – Each unit and lot, as 

respectively depicted on a condominium plan or subdivision plat, together 
with any home located thereon, are required to be individually maintained 
by the owner.  Likewise, separate real estate taxes are assessed on each 
condominium unit or platted lot and paid individually by each homeowner. 

 
f. Roads and Utilities – In most plats, roads are dedicated to the public and 

maintained by the county road commission or the municipality in which the 
subdivision is located.  Site condominium roads can be either public or 
private.  Sanitary sewer and water supply are public in both.  Storm water 
detention can vary between public and private dedication in both platted 
and condominium subdivisions.   

 
g. Common Areas – In a site condominium, general common areas, such as 

open space, entrance areas and storm drainage system, are owned by 
condominium unit owners in common as an incident of ownership of each 
unit.  In a platted subdivision, legal title to common areas is owned by a 
homeowners association.  In both forms of development, a homeowners 
association administers the common areas for the benefit of all 
homeowners equally. 

 
h. Homeowners Association – It is important in both types of development 

to incorporate a homeowners association compromised of all lot owners or 
unit owners, as the case may be, to maintain common areas, enforce 
restrictions and regulations, collect assessments and otherwise administer 
the common affairs of the development.  Because the Condominium Act 
confers special enforcement powers upon homeowner associations, which 
are not characteristic of platted subdivision associations, it is generally 
thought that the condominium form is superior from the standpoint of 
enforcing rules and regulations of the private community. 

 
i. Financial Obligations of Homeowners – In both types of development, 

the homeowners association is given the power to assess property owners 
to pay for maintenance of all common areas and other expenses of 
administration.  Failure to pay give rise to a lien on the defaulting owner’s 
homesite thus providing financial security that the common areas will be 
properly maintained for the benefit of all homeowners. 
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j. Public Relations – The same types of public health, safety and welfare 
regulations apply to both forms of development.  Procedurally, the methods 
of applying for and obtaining plat or condominium plan approval are similar 
at the municipal level. 

 
k. Unique Characteristics of Condominium Unit Purchase – The 

Condominium Act provides special benefits for site condominium unit 
purchasers:  (i) a 9-day period after signing a purchase agreement within 
which a purchaser may withdraw without penalty; and (ii) a requirement that 
all condominium documents, supplemented by an explanatory disclosure 
statement, be furnished to all purchasers at the time of entry into a 
purchase agreement.  There are no similar benefits to purchasers provided 
under the Land Division Act. 

 
l. Local and State Review – Both development types require City Council 

approval, following a recommendation by the Planning Commission.  Unlike 
subdivisions, site condominiums do not require the review and approval of 
the Michigan Department of Consumer and Industry Services. For this 
reason it can sometimes take a substantially shorter period of time to obtain 
necessary public approvals of site condominiums than platted subdivisions.   

 
2. Reason for choosing one form versus another. 

 
Developers and municipalities often prefer the site condominium approach 
because of better control of market timing.  It should be emphasized that the 
site condominium choice never sacrifices any public protections that would 
otherwise be present in the case of a platted subdivision under similar 
circumstances. 

 
3. Conclusion. 

 
The platted subdivision approach and the newer site condominium technique 
are two different statutory methods of reaching essentially the same practical 
and legal result of subdividing real estate into separate residential building 
sites.  Both methods are required to meet substantially the same public health, 
safety and welfare requirements.  The site condominium is sometimes chosen 
over the platted subdivisions because of perceived benefits to purchasers, 
homeowners, and developers. 
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August 11, 2003 
 
TO:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM  John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Steve Vandette, City Engineer 

Mark F. Miller, Planning Director 
 
SUBJECT: PRELIMINARY SITE CONDOMINIUM (REVISED) REVIEW – Cedar Pines 

Site Condominium, South of South Boulevard, East of Crooks Road, section 
4 – R-1B. 

 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
The Cedar Pines Site Condominium was granted Preliminary Site Condominium Approval 
by City Council on July 7, 2003.  The petitioner has subsequently proposed a minor design 
modification.  The petitioner proposes to eliminate the dead end street at the northern 
property limit and provide an elbow curve at the intersection of Andrew Drive and Merrick 
Drive.  The July 7th approved dead-end street resulted in an un-buildable future parcel.  
This curve will provide additional frontage to the excepted property from the site 
condominium.  Therefore, the two remaining properties north of the proposed development 
will be buildable, with access from South Boulevard and proposed Andrew Drive. 
 
The revised site condominium plan involves only minor modifications to the approved site 
condominium plan.  The number of units remains the same (17 units).  The street layout 
remains the same, with the exception of the elimination of the dead end street at the 
northern property limit.  The petitioner has eliminated a small portion of the northwest 
corner of the parcel, thereby reducing the size of the site condominium by 0.42 acres. 
 
City Management recommends approval of the revised Preliminary Site Condominium 
application as submitted. 
 
GENERAL INFORMATION 
 
Name of Owner / Applicant: 
Christopher Pratt. 
 
Location of Subject Property: 
The property is located south of South Boulevard and east of Crooks Road, in section 4. 
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Size of Subject Parcel: 
The parcel is approximately 10.99 acres in area. 
 
Description of Proposed Development, including number and density of units: 
The applicant is proposing a 17-unit site condominium with 4 points of access.  There is a 
boulevard entranceway on Crooks Road and interior street connections with Merrick Drive 
to the south, Kimberly Drive to the east and Andrew Drive to the east.   
 
Current Use of Subject Property: 
The parcel is presently vacant. 
 
Current Use of Adjacent Parcels: 
North: Single-family residential. 
 
South: Single-family residential.  
 
East: Single-family residential.  

 
West: Faith Apostolic Church, Sunrise Troy Assisted Living, Troy Church of the Nazarene 

and single-family residential.  
 
Current Zoning Classification: 
The property is currently zoned R-1B One Family Residential. 
 
Zoning Classification of Adjacent Parcels:  
North: R-1B One Family Residential.  
 
South: R-1B One Family Residential.  
 
East: R-1B One Family Residential.  
 
West: R-EC Residential Elder Care and R-1B One Family Residential.  
 
Future Land Use Designation: 
The property is designated on the Future Land Use Plan as Low Density Residential. 
 
ANALYSIS 
 
Compliance with area and bulk requirements: 
Lot Area: The applicant is utilizing the Lot Averaging Option, which permits a 10% lot area 

reduction, to 13,500 square feet.  
 
Lot Width: The applicant is utilizing the Lot Averaging Option, which permits a 10% lot 

width reduction, to 90 feet.  
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Height: 2 stories or 25 feet. 
 
Setbacks: Front:  40 feet. 
 Side (least one):  10 feet. 
 Side (total two):  25 feet.  
 Rear:  45 feet. 
 
Minimum Floor Area:  1,200 square feet. 
 
Maximum Lot Coverage:  30%. 
 
The applicant meets the area and bulk requirements of the R-1B District. 
 
Off-street Parking and Loading Requirements:  
The applicant will be required to provide 2 off-street parking spaces per unit. 
 
Environmental Provisions, including Tree Preservation Plan: 
A Preliminary Tree Preservation Plan, was submitted and approved as part of the 
application. 
 
Storm Water Detention: 
The applicant is proposing to provide a detention pond in the southwest corner of the 
property. 
 
Natural Features and Floodplains: 
The Natural Features Map indicates that a drain runs along the western parcel boundary.  A 
wetland report by King & MacGregor dated March 2003, indicates there are non-regulated 
wetlands located in the northern portion of the property.  The City concurs that the wetlands 
are non-regulated. 
 
Subdivision Control Ordinance, Article IV Design Standards: 
 

Blocks: Most of the proposed streets have houses on only one side due to the 
narrowness of the parcel. 
 
Lots:  All units meet the minimum area and bulk requirements of the Zoning Ordinance.   
 
Easements:  The applicant is providing a 15-foot wide public utility easement in front of 
each unit. 
 
Topographic Conditions:  The applicant has provided a Topographic Survey of the 
property.   
 
Streets:  Access to the site condominium will be from Crooks Road, Kimberly Drive, 
Merrick Drive, and Andrew Drive. 
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Sidewalks:  The applicant is proposing to construct 5 foot wide sidewalks on both sides 
of all streets.  Note that only the Traffic Committee can issue sidewalk waivers. 
 
Utilities: The parcel will be served by public water and sewer. 

 
 
 
cc: Applicant 

File/ Cedar Pines Site Condominium 
 
 
 

G:\SUBDIVISIONS & SITE CONDOS\Cedar Pines Estates Site Condo Sec. 4\Cedar Pines Site Condo Revision_CC 8-18-03.doc 
 

 



UNPLATTED RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT LEVELS OF APPROVAL 
 

Preliminary Plan Approval  
A sign is placed on the property informing the public of the proposed development. 
Adjacent property owners are notified by mail 
Public meeting held by Planning Commission for review and recommendation to City Council 
City Council reviews and approvals plan 
 
The following items are addressed at Preliminary Plan Approval: 

• Street Pattern, including potential stub streets for future development 
• Potential development pattern for adjacent properties 
• Fully dimensioned residential parcel layout, including proposed building configurations 

o Number of lots 
o Building setbacks 
o Lot dimensions 
o Locations of easements 

• Preliminary sanitary sewer, storm sewer, and water main layout 
• Environmental Impact Statement (if required) 
• Location(s) of wetlands on the property 
 

Final Plan Approval 
Notice sign is posted on site 
City Council review and approval of: 

• Final Plan 
• Contract for Installation of Municipal Improvements (Private Agreement) 
 

The following items are addressed at Final Plan Approval: 
• Fully dimensioned plans of the total property proposed for development, prepared by 

registered Civil Engineer or Land Surveyor 
• Corners of all proposed residential parcels and other points as necessary to determine 

that the potential parcels and building configurations will conform with ordinance 
requirements 

• Warranty Deeds and Easement documents, in recordable form for all ROW. and 
easements which are to be conveyed to the public 

• Construction plans for all utilities and street improvements, prepared in accordance 
with City Engineering Design Standards: 

o Sanitary and Storm sewer 
o Water mains 
o Detention / Retention basins 
o Grading and rear yard drainage 
o Paving and widening lanes 
o Sidewalk and driveway approaches 

• Approval from other government agencies involved with the development 
• Verification of wetlands and M.D.E.Q. permit if necessary 
• Financial guarantees to insure the construction of required improvements and the 

placement of proper property and parcel monuments and markers shall be furnished 
by the petitioner prior to submittal of the Final Plan to the City Council for review and 
approval 

• Floor Plans and Elevations of the proposed residential units 
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COMPARISON BETWEEN SITE CONDOMINIUMS AND PLATS   

 
The site condominium is a form of development that closely resembles the more 
traditional form of land subdivision known as a “subdivision” or a “plat”.  Although both 
types of development have the same basic characteristics, site condominiums are a 
newer form of development and are not, therefore, as familiar to homebuyers and 
neighbors as the more customary plats.  An important concept related to any type of 
condominium development is that condominiums are a form of OWNERSHIP, not a type 
of physical development. 
 
The following summary is intended to compare and contrast the two types of 
development. 
 

1. Comparisons between site condominiums and plats. 
 

a. Statutory Basis – Site condominium subdivisions first became possible 
under the Michigan Condominium Act, which was adopted by the Michigan 
Legislature in 1978.  Plats are created under the Michigan Land Division 
Act, formerly the Michigan Subdivision Control Act of 1967. 

 
b. Nature and Extent of Property Ownership – An individual homesite 

building in a platted subdivision is called a “lot”.  In a site condominium, 
each separate building site or homesite is referred to by the Condominium 
Act as a “unit”.  Each unit is surrounded by “limited common area”, which is 
defined as common elements reserved in the master deed for the exclusive 
use of less than all of the co-owners”.  The remaining area in the site 
condominium is “general common area”, defined as the common elements 
reserved in the master deed for the use of all of the co-owners.  The nature 
and extent of ownership of a platted lot and a condominium unit, with the 
associated limited common area, are essentially equivalent from both a 
practical and legal standpoint. 

 
c. Compliance with Zoning Ordinance – Both site condominiums and 

subdivisions are required to comply with the minimum requirements of the 
City of Troy Zoning Ordinance for area and bulk, including minimum lot 
size, lot width, setbacks and building height.  Essentially, site 
condominiums and subdivisions in Troy must “look” similar.   

 
d. Creation/Legal Document – A site condominium is established by 

recording in the records of the county in which the land is located a master 
deed, bylaws and condominium subdivision plan (“plan”).  A platted 
subdivision is created by the recording of a subdivision plat (“plat”), usually 
coupled with a declaration of easements, covenants, conditions and 
restrictions   The plan depicts the condominium units and limited and 
general common areas, while the plat defines the lots.  Both have 
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substantially the same geometrical appearance and characteristics.  The 
master deed and bylaws on the one hand and the declaration on the other 
have essentially the same functions with respect to the site condominium or 
platted subdivision, namely, establishment of:  (i) building and use 
restrictions; (ii) rights of homeowners to use common areas; (iii) financial 
obligations of owners; and, (iv) procedures for operation of the subdivision. 

 
e. Home Maintenance and Real Estate Taxes – Each unit and lot, as 

respectively depicted on a condominium plan or subdivision plat, together 
with any home located thereon, are required to be individually maintained 
by the owner.  Likewise, separate real estate taxes are assessed on each 
condominium unit or platted lot and paid individually by each homeowner. 

 
f. Roads and Utilities – In most plats, roads are dedicated to the public and 

maintained by the county road commission or the municipality in which the 
subdivision is located.  Site condominium roads can be either public or 
private.  Sanitary sewer and water supply are public in both.  Storm water 
detention can vary between public and private dedication in both platted 
and condominium subdivisions.   

 
g. Common Areas – In a site condominium, general common areas, such as 

open space, entrance areas and storm drainage system, are owned by 
condominium unit owners in common as an incident of ownership of each 
unit.  In a platted subdivision, legal title to common areas is owned by a 
homeowners association.  In both forms of development, a homeowners 
association administers the common areas for the benefit of all 
homeowners equally. 

 
h. Homeowners Association – It is important in both types of development 

to incorporate a homeowners association compromised of all lot owners or 
unit owners, as the case may be, to maintain common areas, enforce 
restrictions and regulations, collect assessments and otherwise administer 
the common affairs of the development.  Because the Condominium Act 
confers special enforcement powers upon homeowner associations, which 
are not characteristic of platted subdivision associations, it is generally 
thought that the condominium form is superior from the standpoint of 
enforcing rules and regulations of the private community. 

 
i. Financial Obligations of Homeowners – In both types of development, 

the homeowners association is given the power to assess property owners 
to pay for maintenance of all common areas and other expenses of 
administration.  Failure to pay give rise to a lien on the defaulting owner’s 
homesite thus providing financial security that the common areas will be 
properly maintained for the benefit of all homeowners. 
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j. Public Relations – The same types of public health, safety and welfare 
regulations apply to both forms of development.  Procedurally, the methods 
of applying for and obtaining plat or condominium plan approval are similar 
at the municipal level. 

 
k. Unique Characteristics of Condominium Unit Purchase – The 

Condominium Act provides special benefits for site condominium unit 
purchasers:  (i) a 9-day period after signing a purchase agreement within 
which a purchaser may withdraw without penalty; and (ii) a requirement that 
all condominium documents, supplemented by an explanatory disclosure 
statement, be furnished to all purchasers at the time of entry into a 
purchase agreement.  There are no similar benefits to purchasers provided 
under the Land Division Act. 

 
l. Local and State Review – Both development types require City Council 

approval, following a recommendation by the Planning Commission.  Unlike 
subdivisions, site condominiums do not require the review and approval of 
the Michigan Department of Consumer and Industry Services. For this 
reason it can sometimes take a substantially shorter period of time to obtain 
necessary public approvals of site condominiums than platted subdivisions.   

 
2. Reason for choosing one form versus another. 

 
Developers and municipalities often prefer the site condominium approach 
because of better control of market timing.  It should be emphasized that the 
site condominium choice never sacrifices any public protections that would 
otherwise be present in the case of a platted subdivision under similar 
circumstances. 

 
3. Conclusion. 

 
The platted subdivision approach and the newer site condominium technique 
are two different statutory methods of reaching essentially the same practical 
and legal result of subdividing real estate into separate residential building 
sites.  Both methods are required to meet substantially the same public health, 
safety and welfare requirements.  The site condominium is sometimes chosen 
over the platted subdivisions because of perceived benefits to purchasers, 
homeowners, and developers. 

 
 
 











August 12, 2003 
 
 

TO:   The Honorable Mayor and City Council Members 
 
FROM:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
 
SUBJECT:  Proposed Park-Naming Criteria and Rotary Park Proposal 
 
 
Attached are memoranda covering park-naming criteria on a citywide bases, and a 
specific proposal requested by the Troy Rotary Club to name a park after their 
organization.  Since both of these issues are going to be considered by you on the 
same evening, I’ve included a series of resolutions in the City Manager’s agenda 
explanation booklet.   
 
With reference to park-naming criteria on a citywide basis, two resolutions are 
advanced.  Resolution A adopts criteria for naming parks as proposed by the Parks 
and Recreation Advisory Board.  Resolution B adopts the Board’s park-naming 
criteria with modifications, which would be determined by the governing body.   
 
In terms of the specific Rotary Park proposal, you can choose from three 
resolutions contingent upon the direction you take for park naming criteria per se.  
Thus Resolution A is to adopt the proposal as submitted by the Troy Rotary Club.  
Resolution B is to adopt the proposal with a waiver of various park-naming criteria.  
As example, if you adopt the park naming criteria which includes having the 
applicant pay for more than half of the park development costs, that criteria would 
have to be waived in order to accommodate Troy Rotary’s request.  Resolution C 
adopts the proposal from the Troy Rotary Club contingent upon the club modifying 
their proposal to meet park-naming criteria approved by Council. 
 
In a related matter, included as a Report and Communication are petitions from 
residents in close proximity to Sylvan Glen Park objecting not only to a renaming ; 
but also being opposed to development of the park. Also included are positive 
comments that were passed on to us from Mrs. Sue Cicerone. 
 
Finally, I wish to disclose that I will most likely be a member of the Troy Rotary 
Club by the time you read this memorandum.  However, that has no bearing on 
how this matter is being handled. 
 
 
JS/mr\AGENDA ITEMS\2003\08.18.03 - Park-Naming Criteria and Rotary Proposal 
 
c: suecicerone@wideopenwest.com 
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August 7, 2003 
 
 
 
To:  Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Carol K. Anderson, Parks and Recreation Director 
 
Subject: Parks and Recreation Advisory Board Recommendation for Park Naming 

Criteria 
 
 
At the June 26, 2003 special meeting, the Parks and Recreation Advisory Board 
discussed the need to update the current criteria and procedure for the naming of parks.  
At the July 21, 2003 meeting, City Council directed the Parks and Recreation Advisory 
Board to finalize the criteria no later than August 18, 2003.  The Parks and Recreation 
Advisory Board held two special meetings to revise the Park Naming Policy.   
 
In summary, the policy as recommended proposes the following changes:   
 

1) If an individual name is proposed, the person must be deceased.   
2) Park facilities/amenities (play structures, park shelter, trails, etc.) may be 

named.  If named, there will be a review every five years to ensure the facility 
and/or organization is intact and viable.  If named after an organization, the 
funding for development is provided by the organization.   

3) Park names shall not be changed unless the name is deemed inappropriate 
or reflects poorly on the City.   

4) The policy separates the criteria for individuals and groups. 
5) The procedure for name approval is adjusted and includes Park Board 

responsibilities.   
6) Parks named after organizations will be considered only after the group 

provides assurance of 51% or more of park development costs.   
7) Plaques, signs, etc. for organizations desiring recognition will be funded by 

the group.  Individuals honored with amenities or parks will not be required to 
fund recognition signs, plaques, etc.   

8) City management will approve sign location, type, size, etc.   
9) Names featuring, representing, or including alcohol or tobacco products, or 

other places or products deemed unsuitable shall be rejected.   
 
 
Attached please find the revised policy as recommended by the Parks and Recreation 
Advisory Board. 
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August 8, 2003 
 
 
To:  Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Carol K. Anderson, Parks and Recreation Director 
 
Subject: Parks and Recreation Advisory Board Action - Policy Naming Procedure 
 
 
At the July 31, 2003 special meeting of the Parks and Recreation Advisory Board the 
following action was taken: 
 
A motion by Doug Bordas, supported by Kathleen Fejes, that the Policy For Naming 
Public Places Specific To Parks and Recreation as discussed is approved by the Parks 
and Recreation Advisory Board and recommended to City Council for adoption. 
 
   Ayes:  All  Nays:  None 
   MOTION CARRIED 
 



POLICY FOR NAMING PUBLIC PLACES SPECIFIC TO PARKS AND RECREATION 
 
Criteria Overview 
 
The following criteria is established for proposed names of parks and/or public places.   
 
1.  The City Council must be satisfied that the proposed names are or have been: 
 
 A.  A deceased, one time resident of the City of Troy 
    OR 
 B.  A group or organization located in Troy  
    AND 
That the group or individual has demonstrated significant dedication and/or contribution 
to the improvement, advancement and furtherance of the facility and/or the Troy 
community.   
 
2.  All Troy Parks and Recreational facilities should ultimately be named.  The City 
Council of the City of Troy reserves unto itself the authority and responsibility of naming 
public places including, but not limited to, public grounds and buildings.   
 
3.  Parks and recreational facility names can be that of a deceased person, a group, the 
function of the park or facility, or other appropriate name.   
 
4.  Park names are permanent and shall not be changed unless the name is deemed 
inappropriate or reflects poorly on the image of the City.   
 
5.  Park amenities/facilities within a park may be named after an individual, group or 
organization.  If such, the names will be reviewed by the Parks and Recreation Advisory 
Board every five years.  Should the effort and contribution of the individual/group and 
the condition of the amenity be satisfactory, the name will be renewed.   
 
Guidelines For Naming Parks After Groups/Organizations 
1.  A new park may be named after a group (or organization) if that group contributes 
51% or more of the cost of development of that park.  Any such group requesting a park 
be named after it shall submit the request to the Parks and Recreation Advisory Board 
together with reasons supporting the proposed name and documentation of a financial 
commitment.   
 
2.  A facility, amenity or section of a park within an existing park may be named after a 
group/organization, if that group fully funds the purchase and installation of the facility, 
amenity or equipment proposed for the section of the park.  Any group requesting a 
facility or section of a park be named after it shall submit the request to the Parks and 
Recreation Advisory Board.  The board will determine if the proposed facility conforms 
to or meets the intentions of the master park plan as defined by the Parks and 
Recreation department.   
 



If such, the names will be reviewed by the Parks and Recreation Advisory Board after 
five years.  Should the effort and contribution of the group and the conditions of the 
amenity be satisfactory, the name will be renewed.   
 
3.  Names featuring, representing, or including alcohol or tobacco products, or other 
places or products deemed unsuitable shall be rejected.   
 
4.  Parks shall not be referred to as “Memorial” in that such term generally becomes the 
common name and therefore would detract from the intent of naming the park after the 
individual being honored.   
 
Guidelines For Naming After A Person 
1.  Parks shall carry the name of the original property owner, if such was specified in the 
deed or purchase agreement.   
 
2.  Parks shall be named after deceased people only when such person has made an 
outstanding, generally recognized contribution to the community.   
 
Other Guidelines 
1.  Neighborhood parks may be identified with the name of the neighborhood, abutting 
streets, schools or other well-known landmark.   
 
2.  Any amenity/facility donated by a group, organization or individual may have a 
recognition sign, funded by the group/organization.  Signage, plaques, etc. for 
individuals will not have this requirement.  All signs must conform to the City of Troy’s 
sign ordinance.  City management will approve signage location, size and type, etc.    
 
Procedure 
The City of Troy will publicly post a request for Troy citizens to name parks and 
recreational facilities as the need arises.  This public request for names should reach as 
many Troy citizens as possible and be made through multiple forms of communication.  
A special effort should be made to notify those neighborhoods or citizens that would 
most likely use the park or facility.  To aid in the name selection process, people 
submitting a name should be informed that they should include reasons that support the 
name submitted.   
 
Persons or groups recommending a park name shall follow this procedure:   
 
1.  Submit a letter outlining the request and reasons for the name.   
 
 a.  If the name proposed is for an individual, any or all of the following should be 
submitted:  a biographical sketch, proof of significant contribution to Parks and 
Recreation or the Troy community, photo journal of family, projects, community 
contributions, awards, media articles, testimonial letters, etc.  
 



 b.  Organizations/Groups recommending a park name must submit excerpts of 
organization’s minutes approving the request and an assurance that they would pay at 
least 51% of the park development costs.  Communications suggesting an 
organizational name must be accompanied by background information on the 
organization, its affiliation with the community, its contributions to the community and 
evidence of same including its charter, photographs of projects and photo copies of 
independent information sources (e.g. news articles, awards, etc.) confirming 
community efforts.   
 
The City Council shall follow the procedure below:   
 
1.  Upon receipt of a request and accompanying background information the City 
Council will cause same to be on display and available for public inspection at public 
places selected by the City Council for not less than 60 days during which time the 
public will be given the opportunity to submit written comments regarding the proposed 
name.   
 
 a.  During its consideration, the City Council shall refer the request, all supporting 
material and public comments to the Parks and Recreation Advisory Board or any 
committee so designated by the City Council.  Written comments will be forwarded to 
the Park Board or other advisory board involved in the naming process.   
 
2.  A public hearing shall be held by the Parks and Recreation Advisory Board or other 
committee prior to any recommendation.  The Parks and Recreation Advisory Board or 
other committee will review proposed names and public comments, and recommend a 
name to the City Council, together with reasons for the recommendation.   
 
3.  Positive action by the Parks and Recreation Board will move the question to the City 
Council for consideration.   
 
4.  After expiration of the 60 day period for public review and comment, the City Council 
will reserve an additional 30 days for public review of comments received after which 
time the matter will be available for consideration by the City Council.   
 
5.  The City Council may approve the name or, at its discretion, postpone a final 
decision. 
 
6.  All records, documents, photographs and papers emanating from this process shall 
be forever retained in the records of the City of Troy and its archives.   
 











 
 
August 7, 2003 
 
 
 
To:  Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Carol K. Anderson, Parks and Recreation Director 
 
Subject: Rotary Park Proposal 
 
 
At the July 21, 2003 City Council meeting, Sue Cicerone, Troy Rotary Club, made a 
presentation to the City Council proposing development of Sylvan Glen Lake Park as a 
park for the disabled.  Included in the presentation was a commitment by the Rotary to 
raise $100,000.00 for a play structure.  In exchange for the contribution, the Rotary is 
asking the park be renamed “Rotary Park,” “Troy Rotary Park” or “Rotary Park at Sylvan 
Glen Lake”.   
 
Ms. Cicerone presented the proposal to the Parks and Recreation Advisory Board on 
June 26, 2003.  At that time, the Parks and Recreation Advisory Board approved the 
concept provided the revised park naming policy criteria is met.  Subsequently, the 
criteria was developed and as proposed, the Rotary would not meet the requirements 
for having the park named after the organization.  The criteria includes assurance of 
51% or more of park development by groups wanting a park named after the group.  
The Rotary has committed to $100,000.00, something less than 51%.  The play 
structure, though, could be named in their honor.   
 
Park Names 
In researching background information on existing park names, the following was found:   
 
 Jaycee Park - The Jaycees committed time and money to develop this park after 
name approval in June 1970.  Included in the contribution was development of the ¾ 
mile park drive, mowing and clearing of site, locating, filling, seeding, rolling of two ball 
diamonds, and play structure completion.  In addition the Jaycees contributed $1300.00.  
In 1978, the Jaycees purchased a piece of play equipment for the play area and built a 
play structure with some City support.   
 
 Firefighters Park - Firefighters Park was named in honor of the City firefighters.  
No contribution of time or money was received nor considered in the naming.   
 
 Sylvan Glen Lake Park - The name evolved from the proximity of the golf course.  
There was no official action naming the park.   
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Cost Estimates for FY 2003/2004 (requires budget amendment): 
 
The following components would need to be installed and functional prior to the park 
opening: 
 
Restroom Building  $135,000.00 
Water Service 6,140.00 
Sanitary Sewer Service 7,160.00 
Electrical Service 10,200.00 
Parking Lot (29 cars) 58,000.00 
Signage 5,500.00 
Lighting (Parking Lot, Entrance) 15,000.00 
 
ESTIMATED TOTAL          $237,000.00 
 
Cost Estimates for Subsequent Fiscal Years: 
 
Fishing Pier $110,000.00 
Asphalt Pathways 65,000.00 
Site Furniture: 
 6 Benches 7,200.00 
 6 Picnic Tables 7,800.00 
 1 Drinking Fountain 3,500.00 
 
ESTIMATED TOTAL          $193,500.00 
 
The asphalt pathways would provide for access to various areas of the park property 
including the fishing pier.  The site furniture provides amenities for use by patrons of the 
park, but is not necessary to open or operate the park. 
 
Neighbor Input On Renaming The Park  
Property owners within 300 feet of the property (golf course and park) were sent a letter 
advising of the Rotary proposal.  The owners were asked for input on the potential 
renaming of the park no later than August 18, 2003.  Those results will be available 
under separate cover.   
 
Although the results of the survey were not available at the time this memo was written, 
two area residents have expressed opposition to changing the site in any way.   



TO: Mayor and Members of Troy City Council  
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 

Lori Grigg Bluhm, City Attorney 
Doug Smith, Real Estate and Development Director 

DATE: August 13, 2003 

  
  

SUBJECT: SmartZone Cooperative Agreement   
 

 

As you are aware, Automation Alley SmartZone was the product of negotiations between 
the Michigan Economic Development Corporation (MEDC), the County of Oakland, the 
City of Southfield, the City of Rochester Hills, the City of Troy, Oakland University, and 
Lawrence Technological University.  Within the Automation Alley SmartZone, there are 
two separate Certified Technology Parks (CTP).  The first CTP governed by the Joint 
City of Troy and City of Southfield Local Development Finance Authority (LDFA), which 
was approved in May 2003. The second CTP involves the City of Rochester Hills and 
Oakland University.  MEDC has now required an agreement of cooperation between 
these two separate CTPs that are within the Automation Alley SmartZone.  This 
agreement recognizes that the two CTP’s are separate, but that they need to work 
together to assist business attraction, retention and assistance.        
 
The attached Cooperative Agreement is attached for your review and consideration.  It 
establishes a voluntary coordinating council that has an appointed representative from 
Automation Alley, the MEDC, Oakland County, Southfield, Troy, Rochester Hills, 
Oakland University and Lawrence Technological University, in addition to one appointed 
representative from the Southfield-Troy LDFA and a representative from the Rochester 
Hills- Oakland University CTP.  The agreement recognizes the individual entities, but 
also requires the parties to work together towards obtaining SmartZone grants, if 
available.  The agreement also allows for cooperative marketing, while simultaneously 
insuring that the CTP’s must approve any expenditures, due to the lack of any budget for 
the Cooperative Council.  The agreement also provides Troy and Southfield with the 
ability to utilize some of the non-economic resources of the Rochester Hills-Oakland 
University CTP.   
 
Administration recommends approval of this Inter-cooperative Agreement. If you have 
any questions, please let us know.             
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TO:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Lori Grigg Bluhm, City Attorney 
  John M. Lamerato, Assistant City Manager-Finance and Administration 
 
RE:  Redemption of 1995 Michigan Transportation Fund Bonds 
 
DATE:  August 13, 2003 
 
Please find attached a resolution prepared by our bond counsel authorizing the redemption of the 
1995 Michigan Transportation Fund Bonds. 
 
As you may recall during budget discussions, the topic of current and future debt service 
requirements was mentioned.  Upon review of our current outstanding debt with our financial 
advisor we have determined that it would be in the city’s best interest to redeem the outstanding 
bonds of the 1995 Michigan Transportation Fund Bonds in the amount of $2,044,612.50 which 
includes principal of $1,975,000 and interest and premium of $69,612.50. 
 
As can be seen from the attached schedule of future principal and interest requirements, we will 
be redeeming bonds bearing interest of 5.10% to 5.50%.  
 
With the redemption of these bonds we will not only save on future high interest payments but 
also provide some bonding capacity for future Michigan Transportation Fund Bonds, which 
utilize funds received from the motor vehicle highway fuel taxes as back-up for payment of the 
bonds with a limited tax full faith and credit as additional security. The additional bonding 
capacity could provide funding for such projects as the I-75 Long Lake interchange.  
 
The Downtown Development Authority will continue to re-pay the City according to the original 
maturity schedule for the early repayment of these bonds. 
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  August 12, 2003 
 
TO:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary Shripka, Assistant City Manager 
  Mark Stimac, Building and Zoning Director 
  William S. Nelson, Fire Chief 
 
SUBJECT: Fire Station #3 Cost Update 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
In 1998 city administration proposed that a bond issue be considered to fund 
construction of the Police/Fire Administration addition, The Training Center, and 
Fire Station 3 as well as renovation of City Hall.  The bond “B” amount, 
$18,000,000, was a preliminary estimate for the four projects and was based in 
part on the amount that could be generated in concert with the other two 
proposals, “A” and “C”, without raising the tax rate. 
 
Once budgets were established for the Police/Fire Administration addition, the 
Training Center, and the city hall renovations, there was approximately 
$3,280,000 available for the fire station property acquisition and construction.  
After an exhaustive review of potential sites, it was recommended that the 
property adjacent to the existing fire station be acquired for the new station.  The 
city’s private sector appraiser valued this property at approximately $1,770,000, 
which would have left approximately $1,500,000 remaining for construction of the 
station.  
 
When the owner of the property contested the proposed condemnation 
settlement and the matter proceeded to court, the city budgeted an additional 
$500,000 in the 2002-2003 capital budget in anticipation of cost of the project 
increasing.  The final cost of the property was approximately $2,500,000 or 
approximately $730,000 more than the original estimate.  In order to proceed 
with the project, $380,000 from the 2002-2003 capital apparatus fund was 
directed to the fire station project. 
 
During this time frame the city had engaged the firm of JSN Architecture to 
develop a schematic design and a proposed budget for the replacement fire 
station.   The architect’s original budget estimate was $1,456,368 including a 
10% contingency of $132,397, which was well below actual bids.    
 
That estimate did not contain several items that were initially proposed to be 
accomplished under separate contract: demolition of the office building and 
existing fire station ($60,000), realignment of the Big Beaver median ($15,000) 
and FFE including appliances, furniture, breathing air compressor, and 
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data/voice communications ($50,000) These items total $125,000 and we 
budgeted $170,000 in the 2003-2004 budget to cover these costs.  In order to 
effect proper construction coordination it is suggested that these items be added 
to the construction manager’s contract. 
 
J M Olson Inc, the construction manager, received various components of the 
construction drawings between January and March, 2003 and proceeded to 
obtain competitive bids for construction.   The initial bids from contractors 
exceeded the construction budget by over $500,000.  J M Olson, JSN 
Architecture and city representatives initiated value engineering efforts to reduce 
costs.  This effort resulted in a reduction of approximately $250,000 in costs.   
 
Although value engineering was able to reduce costs significantly, several 
construction item bids were above estimates and could not be reduced without 
having significant impact on the project.  These items exceeded the estimate by 
approximately $290,000. 
 
In summary, the increases in contractors bids ($292,000) and the work being 
added to the project ($125,000) totals approximately $417,000.  Through savings 
in other areas, the amount required to complete the project is $380,615 which will 
result in a contingency balance of approximately $50,000.  
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
It is recommended that the contract with J M Olson be amended by adding 
$380,615.00 to the construction cost amount.  The source for these funds is: 
 
 401344.7975.065 (Fire Capital Station 3)           $170,000 
 401338.7984 (Fire Apparatus Replacement)      $210,615 
 
The cost of the construction management portion of the contract will not increase 
as a result of this amendment.  
 
The fire department has evaluated the status of the ladder truck scheduled for 
replacement and do not believe that deferring the start of the replacement  
process until next year will have an adverse effect on fire department capability. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

Troy Fire Station #3-Cost Update 
 
Explanation of Project Overrun 
 
A.   Work Scope not in 12/2/02 Estimate  Budget Actual  Variance 
 
1.  Demolition of Station/Office Building            $ 0.0        $ 60,000.00 $ 60,000.00 
2.    Realignment of Median Turnaround            $ 0.0        $ 15,000.00 $ 15,000.00 
3.    FFE                 $ 0.0        $ 50,000.00 $ 50,000.00  
 
Total - Additional Work Scope (included in current, 7/9/03, CCR)             $125,000.00 
 
B.   12/2/02 Estimate vs. Actual Cost  Budget Actual  Variance 
  
1.       Traffic Signal Relocation   $ 25,000.00 $ 81,377.50 $ 56,377.50 
2. Landscaping & Irrigation (Spec Sec. 2900) $ 15,000.00 $ 35,970.00 $ 20,970.00 
3. Masonry (Spec Sec. 4200)   $ 43,930.00 $144,500.00 $100,570.00 
4. Structural Steel (Spec Sec. 5100)  $ 188,524.00 $219,460.00 $ 30,936.00 
5. Glass & Glazing (Spec Sec. 8410)  $ 17,028.00 $ 43,236.00 $ 26,208.00 
6. Electrical (Spec Sec 16000)              $ 84,414.00 $142,993.00 $ 57,579.00 
     
Total - 12/2/02 Estimate vs. Actual Cost (included in current, 7/9/03, CCR)       $ 292,640.50 
 
Value Engineering thru 7/9/03 budget 
 
1.       Electrical revisions/alternative selections    ($ 17,159.00) 
2. Mechanical revisions/alternative selections    ($ 18,710.00) 
3. Exterior finish from metal panel to EIFS    ($ 31,000.00) 
4. Deep Strength Asphalt in lieu of Concrete    ($ 30,000.00) 
5. Eliminate Low ‘E’ glass in overhead doors    ($ 4,895.00) 
6. Trench drain provided by owner     ($ 1,000.00) 
7. Interior walls from brick to cmu     ($ 50,000.00) 
8. Metal Roofing from Zinc to painted metal    ($ 100,000.00) 
 
Total - Value Engineering Savings (included in current, 7/9/03, CCR) ($ 252,764.00) 
 
Summary of 12/2/02 Estimate vs. Actual Cost 
 
Original Budget (based on estimates by JSN AIA, 12/2/02)        $ 1,456,368.00 
Approved by City Council 12/2/03 Resolution #2002-12-636 
 
Current Committed Cost Report (based on 7/9/03 CCR)        $ 1,836,983.00 
 
Total – 12/2/02 Estimated vs. Actual Cost Overrun (based on 7/9/03 CCR)   $   380,615.00 
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   Memorandum 
 
To: Mayor and City Council 
From: John Szerlag, City Manager 

Lori Grigg Bluhm, City Attorney  
John M Lamerato, Assistant City Manager/Finance and Administration 
Tonni L. Bartholomew, City Clerk 

Date: July 30, 2003 
Subject: Proposed Ordinance Amendments - Chapter 90, Animals-Three Year 

Dog License and Chapter 60, Fees and Bonds Required 
 
 
The City Clerk’s Office currently issues approximately 5,000 Dog Licenses 
annually. Licenses expire on December 31st and are renewable without penalty 
until February 28th.  A significant number of the dog owners complete the license 
procedures in person. Concern has been voiced with the time of year the 
renewals are due and the annual renewal. In light of these concerns, we are 
proposing a three-year dog license, which will expire on the dog’s vaccination 
date. 
 
Dog-licensing fees were not addressed this past spring when the bulk of the 
City’s fees were reviewed. Fee increases were postponed in anticipation of a 
three-year license ordinance amendment. While it was determined that fees, 
under the current fee schedule, do not appear to be sufficient to cover the cost 
associated with annual issuing of licenses, costs will be proportionately reduced 
in a multi-year license to cover processing expenses. A slight increase is 
proposed to provide for convenient prorating of fees. The proposed fee for the 
license will be at $1.00 per month. Annual licenses will be $12.00 for a one-year, 
$24.00 for a two-year and $36.00 for a three-year. Sex altered dogs will receive a 
50% decrease of fees and seniors will receive an additional 50% decrease in 
fees. 
 
The three-year time period should impact staffing significantly by reducing the 
licensing load by two thirds annually; with the fall-off beginning in the second 
year cycle. 
 
The Clerk’s Office will notify owners of licensed dogs one month prior to the 
expiration of their dog’s tags. They will be instructed to register their dogs. The 
procedure will be similar to the current procedure, except the annual renewal will 
be converted to a three-year renewal. Fees will be calculated based on the 
number of months remaining on the vaccination certificate. 
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The Clerk’s office will engrave the month and day of rabies vaccination expiration 
on the reverse of the tags. This date will enable Animal Control Officers to know 
the tag expiration day and the animal’s rabies vaccination expiration date. 
 
The City Attorney’s Office will be reviewing Chapter 90 after obtaining input from 
the Police Department and the Animal Control Board. However, due to the 
implementation of Hansen, it is requested that City Council review the provisions 
allowing for a three-year license procedure prior to reviewing a comprehensive 
re-write of the ordinance. 
 
 Mr. Davisson from the City Attorney’s Office has been in contact with Mrs. Kay 
Klaput regarding her concerns with the dog running at large ordinance. Mr. 
Davisson has indicated that Ms. Klaput is satisfied with the status at this time.  
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CHAPTER 60 FEES AND BONDS REQUIRED 
 
60.01 Schedule Established. 
 

The fee required to be paid to obtain any license to engage in the 
operation, conduct or carrying on of any trade, profession, business or 
privilege for which a license is required by the provisions of this code shall 
be as hereinafter provided. No license shall be issued to any applicant 
unless he first pays to the City Clerk the fee and posts a bond or evidence 
of insurance coverage in the amount required for the type of license 
desired. 
 
(Rev. 03-17-03) 
 

60.02 Fees for Licenses and Other Transactions. 
 

Fees for licenses and other transactions shall be prescribed in the 
following section of this Chapter. license fees shall be categorized under 
the business, trade, occupation or privilege to be license. 
 
(Rev. 03-17-03) 

 
60.03 Fee Schedule. 

 

ITEM/SERVICE: FEE: 
Amusement Devices (Chapter 97)  
Application $100.00 
Coin-Operated Amusement Device – 2 to 5 units $100.00 each 
Coin-Operated Amusement Device – More than 5 units $50.00 each 
Arcade $500.00 each 
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ITEM/SERVICE: FEE: 
Rides Mechanical  
Per day $20.00 
Annual Fee $100.00 
Annual Fee: Amusement Place - Not otherwise specified $50.00 
  
Animals (Chapter 68)  
Rides  
Per day $20.00 
Annual Fee $100.00 
Annual Fee: Riding Stables $10.00 
  
Animal Permit (Chapter 90) $20.00 
  
Auction (Chapter 68) $100.00 
Auction House (Chapter 68) – Annual Fee $100.00 
  
Bowling Alley (Chapter 96)  
Annual Fee $50.00 
Plus – Each alley over one – Annual Fee $2.00 
  
Cemetery Fees (Chapter 29)  
Burial Space $525.00 
Perpetual Care $200.00 
  
Carnivals (Chapter 68)  
1st day $100.00 
Plus - Each Additional Day $20.00 
  
Christmas Tree Sales (Chapter 69)  
Annual Fee: Each Location $100.00 
Annual Deposit: Clean-up Deposit $100.00 
  
Circus (Chapter 68)  
1st day $100.00 
Plus - Each additional day $20.00 
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ITEM/SERVICE: FEE: 
COPIES  
City Documents  
First Copy $1.00 
Additional Copies $0.50 each 
  
Budget $30.00 
  
Comprehensive Annual Financial Report $25.00 
  
City Charter $10.00 
  
City Code $50.00 
  
Zoning Ordinance $20.00 
  
Dances (Chapter 67)  
Public Dance Hall  
Annual Fee $100.00 
Special Dance – Each Permit $50.00 
  
Dogs (Chapter 90)  
Male or Female Dog $10.00 
Unsexed Dog $5.00 
One-Year License:  
 Each unsexed dog $6.00 
 Each female dog $12.00 
 Each male dog $12.00 
Two-Year License:  
 Each unsexed dog $12.00 
 Each female dog $24.00 
 Each male dog $24.00 
Three-Year License  
 Each unsexed dog $18.00 
 Each female dog $36.00 
 Each male dog $36.00 
Leader/Hearing/Service Dog No Charge 
Senior Citizens (Age 62+) 50% of above 
Duplicate Tag Fee $3.00 

 
The City Clerk may prorate the license fess for applicants who have proof of valid rabies 
vaccination for their dog. 

 
If a person makes application for a dog license that is not timely pursuant to Section 17 
of Chapter 90, then a late charge of $15.00 will be assessed. 
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ITEM/SERVICE: FEE: 
Licenses applied for after March 1st or 6 months of age are 
subject to an additional $15.00 late penalty. 

 

  
Pound Fees  
1st Offense $25.00 
Each Additional Offense $50.00 
Plus current license fees and vaccination fees if not up to date  
  
Drive-in Restaurants (Chapter 73) $100.00 
  
Fence Permit (Chapter 83)  
300 linear feet or less $15.00 
Over 300 linear feet $25.00 
  
Going Out-of-Business Sales (State Statute MCL 442.211) $50.00 
  
Gasoline Stations (Chapter 64 - Repealed 12-02-02)  
  
Private Filling Station (Chapter 64 - Repealed 12-02-02)  
  
Landfill Operations: See Chapter 17  
  
Bulk Storage (Repealed 12-02-02)  
  
Laundries – Self Service (Chapter 70) - Annual Fee $100.00  
  
Motor Vehicle Races (Chapter 66) - Annual Fee $100.00 
  
Motorcycle & Motor Driven Rental Agency (Chapter 59)  
Each Location  
Annual Fee $100.00 
Plus, each motorcycle/motor driven cycle Annual Fee $100.00 
  
NOTARY SERVICE  
Required as part of official city business No Charge 
Resident  
1st Copy No Charge 
Fee Charged after 1st Copy  $3.00 
Non-resident   
Fee $5.00 
  
Peddlers & Solicitors (Chapter 74)  
Per week $20.00 
Per month $40.00 
Annual Fee $100.00 
  
Pet Shop (Chapter 75): Annual Fee $50.00 
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ITEM/SERVICE: FEE: 
  
Pool Room (Chapter 68)  
Annual Fee $50.00 
Plus - Each table over one $5.00 
  
Shows (Chapter 68): Tent per day $100.00 
  
Sidewalk Sale (Chapter 69): Per day $20.00 
  
Skating Rink (Chapter 68): Annual Fee $100.00 
  
Solicitors - See Peddlers (Chapter 74)  
  
Special Events  
Event $25.00 
Temporary Street Closing $25.00 
  
Taxicabs (Chapter 65)  
Annual Fee: Each Vehicle $20.00 
Annual Fee: Drivers License $10.00 
  
Tennis Courts – Indoor (Chapter 68): Annual Fee $100.00 
  
Theaters (Chapter 68)  
Annual Fee – Indoor $100.00 
Annual Fee – Outdoor $100.00 
Transient Merchant (Chapter 61) – Per week $50.00 
  
Vital Statistics  
Birth Certificates  
1st Copy $10.00 
Each additional copy $5.00 each 
  
Death Certificates  
1st Copy $10.00 
Each additional copy $5.00 each 
  
VOTER INFORMATION  
CD or Floppy Disk $5.00 /1,000 records 

$5.00 minimum 
Labels $0.02/label 

$10.00 minimum 
List $5.00/1,000 records 
List: Absent Voter Daily Request $0.25/page 
Electronic Requests  
Each Transfer $5.00 each 
Electronic Absent Voter Daily Request (each transfer) $0.50 each 
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ITEM/SERVICE: FEE: 
  
WEDDINGS AT THE GAZEBO  
Resident $50.00 
Non-resident $75.00 
  
Marriage Ceremony (Performed by the Mayor) $25.00 
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ITEM/SERVICE: FEE: 
FIRE DEPARTMENT FEES (Chapter 93)  
Permit Fee: Exhibit, Craft, Trade Show $50.00 
Permit Fee: For public display and the retail display & sale of 
fireworks $100.00 

Hazardous Material Permit Fees  
Based on Quantity & Form  
0-1,000 LBS.; 0-100 CU. FT; 0-330 GAL $150.00 
1,001-20,000 LBS; 101-6,000 CU.FT; 331-990 GAL $300.00 
20,001+ LBS.; 6,001 + CU. FT.; 991 + GAL $600.00 
  
Permit Fees cover initial plan review and 2 inspections  
Note: Subsequent plan reviews and inspections of the same 
 system shall apply to each inspector performing the re-
 inspection 

$50.00 

  
Sprinkler Systems  
Riser(s) & Sprinkler Heads  
 1-10 Heads $75.00 
 11-20 Heads $100.00 
 21-50 Heads $125.00 
 51-100 Heads $175.00 
 101-200 Heads $250.00 
 201-300 Heads $330.00 
 301-400 Heads $430.00 
 401-500 Heads $500.00 
 500 -   > Heads $550.00* 
*Plus $0.50 per head over 500  
  
Standpipes $50.00** 
**Base Fee plus $5.00 per hose connection  
  
Fire Pump $100.00 
Dry or Wet Chemical Fire Suppression Systems – Per System $100.00 
Each additional system reviewed at the same time $50.00 
Alterations, additions, or modifications to existing system $35.00 
  
Total Flooding Agent Extinguishing System $100.00*** 
***Plus Appropriate Detection System Fee  
  
Permit Fees: Subsequent Plan Reviews and Inspections of 
the Same System $50.00 
  
Fire Alarm and Detection Systems  
Device  
Control Panel $50.00 
Central Station Connection $25.00 
Fire Initiating Device (Smoke Detector, Heat Detector, etc.) $15.00 
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ITEM/SERVICE: FEE: 
Each Additional Initiating or Auxiliary Control Device $5.00 
First Auxiliary Control Device (Control Switch, Relay, etc.) $15.00 
Each Additional Auxiliary Control Device $5.00 
First Audio/Visual Device (Horn, Speaker, Bell Strobe, etc.) $15.00 
Each Additional Audio/Visual Device $5.00 
First Communication Device (Firefighter Phone, etc.) $15.00 
Each Additional Communication Device $5.00 
Exception: One and two family residential alarm systems must 
meet the requirements of the Troy Building Department 

 

Additional Fees  
Each Re-inspection: During Normal Working Hours $50.00 each 
Each Re-inspection: During Non-working hours with a minimum 
assessment of three hours 

$75.00 per hour 
each 

Cost Recovery – Hazardous Materials 
Cost Recovery – Fires 

See Recovery 
Charges Fee 
Schedule in 

 Section 60.04 
  
Planning Department Fees (Chapter 41)  
Subdivision Tentative Preliminary Plat $500 plus $10.00 

per lot 
Subdivision Final Preliminary Plat $100 plus $10.00 

per lot 
Subdivision Final Plat $100 plus $10.00 

per lot 
  
60.04 Recovery Charges Troy Fire Department: Apparatus, Equipment, and 

Personnel Cost 
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ITEM/SERVICE: FEE: 

Apparatus 
Charges for 1st Hour 

Not Including 
Personnel 

Charges for Subsequent Hour Not 
Including Personnel 

Engine $441.00 $294.00 
Grass Truck $221.00 $110.00 
Ladder Truck $882.00 $725.00 
Air Tender $294.00 $147.00 
Mobile Command $294.00 $147.00 
Haz-Mat $294.00 $147.00 
Staff Vehicle $25.00 $15.00 
 
Personnel 
The cost of Firefighters and Officers are to be commensurate with their pay rate, fringe 
benefits, and time and one-half where applicable. 
 
Expendable Items 
Replacement cost for reasonable and customary items necessary in firefighting, Haz-
Mat, and E.M.S. operations may be recovered. Examples of such items that can be 
recovered are extinguishing agents (Foam, A.F.F.F.), absorbent materials, chemical 
suits, etc. 
 
Non-Retrievable Items 
Items that are lost, stolen, or destroyed will be charged replacement value. 
 
(Rev. 06-02-03) 



 

 

CITY OF TROY 
AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND 
CHAPTER 60 OF THE CODE 

OF THE CITY OF TROY 
 
The City of Troy ordains: 
 
Section 1.  Short Title 
 
This Ordinance shall be known and may be cited as the 21st amendment to Chapter 60, 
Fees and Bonds Required, of the Code of the City of Troy.  
 
Section 2.  Amendment 
 
Section 60.03 shall be amended to incorporate the following Dog Licensing Fees:   
 

CHAPTER 60 FEES AND BONDS REQUIRED 
 

Dogs (Chapter 90)  
  
One-Year License:  
 Each unsexed dog $6.00 
 Each female dog $12.00 
 Each male dog $12.00 
Two-Year License:  
 Each unsexed dog $12.00 
 Each female dog $24.00 
 Each male dog $24.00 
Three-Year License  
 Each unsexed dog $18.00 
 Each female dog $36.00 
 Each male dog $36.00 
Leader/Hearing/Service Dog No Charge 
Senior Citizens (Age 62+) 50% of above 
Duplicate Tag Fee $3.00 

 
The City Clerk may prorate the license fess for applicants who have proof of valid rabies 
vaccination for their dog. 

 
If a person makes application for a dog license that is not timely pursuant to Section 17 
of Chapter 90, then a late charge of $15.00 will be assessed. 
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Pound Fees  
1st Offense $25.00 
Each Additional Offense $50.00 
Plus current license fees and vaccination fees if not up to date  
 
 
Section 3.  Repeal 
 
All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby repealed only to the 
extent necessary to give this ordinance full force and effect. 
 
Section 4.  Savings 
 
All proceedings pending, and all rights and liabilities existing, acquired or incurred, at the 
time this Ordinance takes effect, are hereby saved.  Such proceedings may be 
consummated under and according to the ordinance in force at the time such 
proceedings were commenced.  This ordinance shall not be construed to alter, affect, or 
abate any pending prosecution, or prevent prosecution hereafter instituted under any 
ordinance specifically or impliedly repealed or amended by this ordinance adopting this 
penal regulation, for offenses committed prior to the effective date of this ordinance; and 
new prosecutions may be instituted and all prosecutions pending at the effective date of 
this ordinance may be continued, for offenses committed prior to the effective date of this 
ordinance, under and in accordance with the provisions of any ordinance in force at the 
time of the commission of such offense. 
 
Section 5.  Severability Clause 
 
Should any word, phrase, sentence, paragraph or section of this Ordinance be held 
invalid or unconstitutional, the remaining provision of this ordinance shall remain in full 
force and effect. 
 
Section 6.  Effective Date 
 
This Ordinance shall become effective ten (10) days from the date hereof or upon 
publication, whichever shall later occur. 
 
This Ordinance is enacted by the Council of the City of Troy, Oakland County, Michigan, 
at a regular meeting of the City Council held at City Hall, 500 W. Big Beaver, Troy, MI, on 
the 4th day of August, 2003. 
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 Matt Pryor, Mayor 
  
  
  
 Tonni Bartholomew, MMC - City Clerk  
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CHAPTER 90 - ANIMALS 

 
GENERAL REGULATIONS 

 
1. Definitions.  The following terms when used in this Chapter shall have the meanings set forth in 

this Section: 
 
 (1) Owner - Any person, group of persons, or a corporation who owns, harbors, keeps, or has 

a right of property in any animal. 
 
 (2) Person - Any individual, employee, corporation, co-partnership or association. 
 
 (3) At Large - Any animal shall be deemed at large when it is off the property of its owner and 

not under the reasonable control of a competent person. 
 
 (4) Reasonable Control - An animal is under restraint or reasonable control within the 

meaning of this Ordinance if it is controlled by a lead, if it is on or within a vehicle being 
driven or parked on the streets, or if is within the property limits of its owner or keeper, 
provided only that all of the above controls shall be exercised in a manner sufficient to 
restrain and prevent any danger to any person or property. 

 
 (5) Exposed to Rabies - An animal has been exposed to rabies within the meaning of this 

Ordinance if it has been bitten by, or exposed to, any animal known to be infected with 
rabies. 

 
 (6) Animal Control Officer (herein ACO) - The person or persons employed by the City of Troy 

as its enforcement officer(s). 
 
 (7) Animal Control Appeal Board (herein ACAB) - The ACAB shall consist of five (5) members 

appointed by the City Council for three (3) year overlapping terms. 
 
 (8) Animal - Any living creature, domestic or wild, excluding for the purpose of licensing, small 

caged household pets such as, but not limited to, parakeets and parrots, fish, household 
cats, insects, common store sold rodents and reptiles, or similar animals of a passive, 
undangerous nature.  

 
  (Rev. 11-19-73) 
 
 (9) Dangerous Animal - Any wild or exotic mammal, reptile or fowl which is not naturally tame 

or gentle but is of a wild nature or disposition and which, because of its size, vicious nature 
or other characteristics would constitute a danger to persons or property.  

 
 (10) Domestic Animal - Any animal not ferae nature, including, but not limited to horses, cows, 

steers, ponies, mules, donkeys, sheep, swine and goats.  This category shall not include 
dogs which will be otherwise provided for in this Chapter.  

 
  (Rev. 11-19-73) 
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2. Cruelty to Animals.  A person commits the offense of cruelty to animals if without justification he 

knowingly or negligently subjects an animal to mistreatment or neglect by overworking, beating, 
tormenting, injuring, or killing any animal; carrying an animal in a cruel manner or failing to provide 
an animal in his custody with proper drink, food or shelter or abandoning a helpless animal or 
abandoning an animal on any public street, railroad or in any other place where it may suffer 
injury, hunger or exposure or become a public charge or promoting, baiting, sponsoring or 
conducting training for participation in any fight between any animals. 

 
 (Rev. 05-23-88) 
 
3. Poisoning Animals.  No person shall throw or deposit any poisonous substance on any exposed 

public or private place where it endangers, or is likely to endanger, any animal except rodents and 
insects. 

 
 (Rev. 06-07-76) 
 
4. Birds and Birds' Nests.  No person, except a police officer or an Animal Control Officer acting in 

their official capacity, shall molest, injure, kill or capture any wild bird, or molest or disturb any wild 
bird's nest or the contents thereof. 

 
 (Rev. 07-10-95) 
 
5. Noises.  It shall be unlawful to keep or harbor any animal which disturbs the peace by loud or 

obnoxious noises at any time of the day or night. 
 
6. Housing.  Animals must be maintained in quarters so constructed as to prevent their escape. The 

owner or keeper assumes full responsibility for the recovery of any animal that escapes from his 
premises; he shall take all reasonable precautions to protect the public from the animals and the 
animals from the public. 

 
7. Diseased Animals.  Any animal with a contagious or infectious disease shall be isolated from all 

healthy animals at all times, and shall be so segregated that the illness or disease shall not be 
transmitted to another animal. 

 
8. Quarantine.  Any animal which bites a person shall be quarantined for a period of ten (10) days.  

During such period the animal shall be securely confined and kept from contact with any other 
animal. 

 
 (Rev.08-13-84) 
 
8A. Feeding Waterfowl Prohibited.  No person shall feed waterfowl.  As used in this section, waterfowl 

shall mean Giant Race of Canada Goose, Mallard Duck and sea gulls; and feed shall mean to 
provide food other than that which is growing naturally on the site. 

 
 (Rev. 11-21-94) 
 
9. Permit Fees.  The fee for any permit shall be in accordance with Chapter 60, Fees and Bonds of 

the City of Troy Code of Ordinances. 
 
 (Rev. 03-17-03) 
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10. Permit Period.  A permit, if not revoked, shall be valid for the life of the owner, provided only that a 

new permit shall be required at such time as the ownership of the animal is transferred by sale, 
gift or other type of conveyance within the City.  Subtractions may be logged on the present permit 
at no charge.  The permittee must notify the City within one week of any change of address for 
himself or the animals. 

 
 (Rev. 08-13-84) 
 
11. Revocation of Permit.  The Animal Control Officer may revoke any permit if the person holding the 

permit refuses or fails  to comply with this Ordinance, the regulations promulgated by the Animal 
Control Board, or any State or local law governing cruelty to animals or the keeping of animals.  
Any person whose permit is revoked shall, within ten (10) days thereafter remove from his 
premises or other premises in Troy, all animals being owned, kept, or harbored by such person 
and no part of the permit fee shall be refunded.  The effective date of the revocation shall be 
postponed pending the outcome of any appeal to the Animal Control Appeal Board, which appeal 
must be filed within seven (7) days of the date of revocation. 

 
12. Impounding.  Unrestrained animals as described in this Chapter may be taken by the Animal 

Control Officer, Police Officer, or an Agency delegated by the Animal Control Officer and 
impounded at the Oakland County Animal Care Center, in a humane manner.  Animals 
impounded shall be kept for not less than five (5) days unless reclaimed by their owners.  Animals 
not claimed within five (5) days shall be humanely disposed of or made available for adoption by 
the Animal Control Officer or by an Agency delegated by him to exercise that Authority. 

 
 (Rev. 07-10-95) 
 
13. Redemption from Pound:  An owner reclaiming an impounded animal shall pay a fee in 

accordance with Chapter 60, Fees and Bonds of the City of Troy Code of Ordinances.  The owner 
may also be proceeded against for violation of this chapter and his permit may be revoked.  

 
 (Rev. 03-17-03) 
 
14. Enforcement.  The provisions of this Ordinance shall be enforced by the Animal Control Officer of 

the City of Troy who shall have the right of inspection of an applicant's facilities both prior to and 
after the granting of a permit.  All decisions of the Animal Control Officer with regard to the 
issuance or denial of a permit may be appealed to the Animal Control Appeal Board of the City of 
Troy. 

 
15. Animal Control Appeal Board.  There is hereby created an Animal Control Appeal Board.  Said 

Board shall consist of five (5) members appointed by the City Council Commission for three (3) 
year overlapping terms.  The Animal Control Appeal Board shall annually elect from among its 
members a Chairman, a Vice Chairman and a Secretary.  The Chairman shall preside over 
meetings of the Board and shall have voting privileges.  The Vice Chairman shall have voting 
privileges and preside over meetings of the Board in the absence of the Chairman.  The Secretary 
shall record and file with the City Clerk accurate and complete resolutions, rules and 
interpretations rendered by the Board.  The jurisdiction of said Board shall be limited to 
interpretation and application of regulations contained in this Ordinance. 

 
 Appeals from the decisions of the Animal Control Officer to the Animal Control Appeal Board shall 

be filed at the office of the City Clerk on blank forms provided by the Clerk.  Rulings and 
interpretations of the Animal Control Appeal Board shall be final.  The Animal Control Officer shall 
enforce all rulings of said Board. 
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DOGS 

 
16. Dog Licenses Required.  It shall be unlawful for any person to own, keep, or harbor any dog six 

(6) months of age or over in the City of Troy, unless said dog is licensed as hereinafter provided; 
or to own, harbor, or keep any dog six (6) months of age or over that does not at all times wear a 
collar or harness with a metal tag attached as hereinafter provided. 

 
17. 17. License RequiredApplications. It shall be the duty of any person owning or harboring a dog 

in the City of Troy to license said dog with the City of Troy in accordance with the chapter. 
Individual dog licenses shall be issued by the City Clerk upon application and payment of the 
license fees provided in this Chapter 60.  The application for a dog license shall be accompanied 
by a certificate of vaccination for rabies, with a vaccine licensed by the United States Department 
of Agriculture, signed by a an accredited veterinarian stating that said dog has been property 
immunized against rabies.  It shall be the duty of any person owning or harboring a dog on or 
before the 1st day of March of each year, or on or before the date of any such dog becomes six 
(6) months of age, or within thirty (30) days after such person becomes a resident of the City of 
Troy, or within thirty (30) days after he becomes the owner of a dog six (6) months of age or more, 
to apply for a license; provided, that no person shall keep more than three (3) dogs; provided that 
this three (3) dog limit shall not apply to puppies, under the age of six (6) months, of a litter of a 
dog owned and license by such person; further provided, that any person who runs a dog kennel 
that is properly licensed need not apply for individual dog licenses under this Chapter.  All dog 
licenses hereafter issued shall expire on the first day of March in the year following their issuance.  

 
a) It shall be unlawful for any person to own, possess, keep, or harbor any dog six (6) months 

of age or over without first having obtained a dog license. 
 

b) Any person becoming the owner of any dog six (6) months or older which has not already 
been licensed by the City of Troy, shall within thirty (30) days apply for and secure a 
license for such dog within thirty (30) days of ownership. 

 
c) The owner of a dog, which has been duly licensed in another jurisdiction, shall make 

application for a City of Troy dog license within thirty (30) days after such dog has been 
brought into the City of Troy. 

 
d) Any person becoming the owner of a dog, which has previously been duly licensed in the 

City of Troy, shall make application for a transfer of the dog license within thirty (30) days 
of ownership. 

 
e) No person shall keep more than three (3) dogs. This three (3) dog limit shall not apply to 

puppies, under the age of six (6) months. Any person who runs a dog kennel that is 
properly licensed need not apply for individual dog licenses under this Chapter. All dog 
licenses issued after 08-04-03 shall expire on the rabies vaccination expiration date. That 
date will be referred to as the rabies vaccination expiration date/license renewal date. 

 
17.A Application; Certificate of Vaccination Prerequisite To Issuance of Dog License 

 
1. A one (1) year license may be issued if the owner presents any of the following: 

 
A valid certificate of rabies vaccination states that the dog has been given: 

 
• A one (1) year inoculation within the past six (6) months; or 
• A two (2) year inoculation within the past eighteen (18) months; or 
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• A three (3) year inoculation within the past thirty (30) months; 
 

2. A two (2) year license may be issued if the owner presents any of the following: 
 

A valid certificate of rabies vaccination states that the dog has been given: 
 

• A two (2) year inoculation within the past six (6) months; or  
• A three (3 year inoculation within the past eighteen (18) months; or 

 
3. A three (3) year license may be issued if the owner presents: 

 
A valid certificate of rabies vaccination states that the dog has been given a three (3) year 
inoculation within the past six (6) months. 

 
 
18. License Fees. 
 
 The license fees shall be in accordance with Chapter 60, Fees and Bonds of the City of Troy 

Code of Ordinances. 
 
19. License Tags and Collars:  Upon payment of the license fee the City Clerk shall issue to the 

owner a license tag of metal or other suitable material, not less than one (1) inch in length or 
diameter, containing the number of the license, the year of issuance, and words "Licensed, Troy, 
Michigan" and also bearing the word "Immunized".  Every owner shall be required to provide each 
dog with a collar to which the license tag must be affixed, and shall see that the collar and tag are 
constantly worn.  Absence of the collar and license tag from any dog shall be prima facie evidence 
that said dog is not licensed, and any person finding such dog on his premises or running at large 
may seize and deliver such dog to the dog pound. 

 
 No person shall remove any license tag from any dog without the consent of the person owning or 

harboring said dog, and no tag shall be used on the collar or harness of any dog other than the 
dog for which the tag was issued.  In case a dog tag is lost or destroyed, a duplicate will be issued 
by the City Clerk upon presentation of a receipt showing the payment of the license fee for the 
current year license, and the payment of a duplicate tag fee.  No refund shall be made on any dog 
license fee. 

 
 (Rev. 03-17-03) 
 
20. Running at Large Prohibited.  No owner or keeper of any dog shall permit such dog to run at large 

within the City of Troy at any time. 
 
 (Rev. 08-06-73) 
 
21. Impounding.  It shall be the duty of every Police Officer or Animal Control Officer of the City of 

Troy to apprehend any dog found running at large contrary to the provisions of this Chapter, and 
also to apprehend and impound any dog which has bitten or attacked any person thereby causing 
injury. 

 
22. Pound Fees.  Any dog seized or impounded shall be released to the owner upon satisfaction of 

the following conditions: 
 

(1) Payment of a fee shall be in accordance with Chapter 60, Fees and Bonds of the City of Troy 
Code of Ordinances. for the release of a dog which has been immunized against rabies and 
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has a current dog license, plus payment for the cost of boarding such dog, as established by 
the County. 

 
(Rev. 03-17-03)  
 

23. Harboring a Barking Dog.  No person shall keep or harbor a dog which by loud or frequent or 
habitual barking, yelping, or howling shall cause a serious annoyance to the neighborhood or to 
people passing upon the streets of the City. 

 
24. Vicious Dogs.  
 
 (1) No person shall own, keep or possess a vicious dog.  A vicious dog is defined as one of 

the following:  
 
  (a) One that has committed an unprovoked attack on a person or animal, or  
 
  (b) One that approaches a person in an apparent attitude of attack when unprovoked, 

or  
 
  (c) One that has bitten a person or animal, or  
 
  (d) One that has contracted or is suspected of having contracted rabies. 
 
 (2) Any violation of this section shall be subject to the following conditions: 
 
  (a) The owner or keeper shall immediately surrender the dog to a police officer or 

animal control officer for impoundment. 
 
  (b) If the dog is suspected of having rabies, the impoundment period shall not exceed 

ten (10) days for purposes of quarantine and observation for rabies. 
 
  (c) At the discretion of the animal control officer, and if the owner has proof of rabies 

vaccination, the dog may be quarantined on the premises of the owner.  If the 
animal control officer requires other confinement, the owner shall surrender the 
animal for the quarantine period of ten (10) days to an animal shelter or shall, at 
his own expense, place it in a licensed veterinary hospital.  Whenever a dog has 
been apprehended for having bitten a person, the animal control officer or police 
officers, or other duly authorized person, may, if deemed necessary and advisable, 
and after holding such dog a sufficient length of time to meet the requirements for 
investigation, cause such dog to be destroyed as a vicious dog. 

 
  (d) If the impoundment was caused because the dog was vicious, the impoundment 

period shall not extend beyond the date of arraignment or until civil action has been 
heard in a court of competent jurisdiction, at which time the dog may be released 
or further impounded at the discretion of the court. 

 
   (Rev. 05-23-88) 
 
25. Destruction of Unclaimed Dogs.  It shall be the duty of the dog warden or other person in charge 

of the dog pound to destroy in a humane manner all impounded dogs which are not claimed and 
released within one hundred twenty (120) hours after being impounded; provided, however, if in 
his judgment said dog is valuable or otherwise desirable, the dog warden may dispose of said dog 
to any reasonable person who will undertake to remove said dog from the City or keep and harbor 
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said dog within the City in accordance with the provisions of this Chapter.  The bodies of all dogs 
destroyed at the pound or elsewhere in the City shall be disposed of by the dog warden in a 
manner approved by the Oakland County Health Department.  

 
 (Rev. 05-23-88) 
 

DOMESTIC ANIMALS 
 
26. Running at Large Prohibited.  No owner or keeper of any domestic animal shall permit such 

animal to run at large within the City of Troy, any such animal running at large in any public place 
in the City shall be impounded in the manner provided in Section 12 of this Chapter. 

 
27. Use of Domestic Animals on Public or Private Land Without Consent.  No person shall drive, ride, 

lead or back any domestic animal or team on or along any public park wherein such is not 
permitted, the municipal golf course, cemetery, public sidewalks, all real property located in the 
City of Troy owned by any school district, land used as an airport, or on a public or private parking 
lot not specifically designed for the use of such animals or on private property without the 
expressed consent of the owner or his duly authorized agent. 

 
 (Rev. 01-16-78) 
 
28. Permit Required.  Except as hereinafter provided, and effective with the adoption of this 

Ordinance, no person shall own, keep, maintain or have in his possession or under his control, 
within the City of Troy, any domestic animal without first applying to and receiving a permit from 
the City Clerk of the City of Troy to do so.  Both the owner and the boarder/keeper must obtain 
permits if they do not share the same premises. 

 
 (Rev. 08-06-73) 
 
28.5. It is hereby declared to be a public nuisance and no permit shall be issued to any person, farm or 

corporation to keep or maintain any domestic animals within the corporate limits of the City of 
Troy, on any lot or acreage parcel smaller than three-quarters (3/4) of one (1) acre.  No person, 
farm, or corporation shall keep or maintain any of the aforesaid animals on any lot or acreage 
parcel in such numbers as shall be detrimental to the public health, safety or welfare or the 
humane treatment of such animals. 

 
 (Rev. 11-19-73) 
 
29. Issuance of Permit.  Upon a showing by any applicant for a permit that he is prepared to comply 

with the regulations promulgated by the ACAB of the City of Troy, a permit shall be issued 
following payment of the applicable fee. 
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The following rules and regulations will be applied by the ACO when considering applications for permits 
for domestic animals: 
 
 (1) The applicant, when applying for a permit, shall furnish the Animal Control Officer with a 

list of the kinds of animals to be kept, handled, or exhibited, with the estimated maximum 
number at any one time.  The Animal Control Officer must be notified within one week if 
other animals are acquired or the maximum number increased. 

 
  (Rev. 11-19-73) 
 
 (2) No owner shall fail to provide his animals with sufficient food and water, proper shelter and 

protection from the weather, veterinary care when needed to prevent suffering, and with 
humane care and treatment.  No person shall beat, cruelly treat, torment, overload, 
overwork, or otherwise abuse any animal, or cause or permit any dog fight, cock fight, bull 
fight or other combat between animals or between animals and humans.  No owner of an 
animal shall abandon such animal. 

 
 (3) Animals must be maintained in quarters so constructed as to prevent their escape.  

Permittee assumes full responsibility for the recovery of any animal that escapes from the 
premises.  Permittee shall take all reasonable precautions to protect the public from the 
animals and the animals from the public. 

 
 (4) Permittee shall conform to all present or future laws, and ordinances of the City and rules 

and regulations of the Animal Control Officer. 
 
 (5) Permittee shall be liable for any personal injury or property damage caused by the animal 

for which the permit is issued as a result of the negligence of the permittee or any other 
person placed in control of the animal by the permittee. 

 
DANGEROUS ANIMALS 

 
30. Running at Large Prohibited.  No owner or keeper of any dangerous animal shall permit such 

animal to run at large within the City of Troy. 
 
31. Permit Required.  No person shall own, keep, maintain, or have in his possession or under his 

control, within the City of Troy, any dangerous animal unless he has first applied to and received a 
permit from the City Clerk of the City of Troy to do so.  Both the owner and the boarder/keeper 
must obtain permits if they do not share the same premises. 

 
 (Rev. 11-19-73) 
 
32. Issuance of Permit.  Upon a showing by any applicant for a dangerous animal permit that he is 

prepared to comply with the regulations promulgated by the ACAB of the City of Troy, a  permit 
shall be issued following payment of the applicable fee. The following rules and regulations will be 
applied by the ACO when considering applications for permits for dangerous animals:  

 
 (Rev. 08-06-73) 
 
 (1) The applicant shall furnish the Animal Control Officer with a list of the kinds of animals to 

be kept, handled or exhibited, with the estimated maximum at any one time.  The Animal 
Control Officer must be notified within one week if other animals are acquired or if the 
maximum number is increased. 
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  (Rev. 11-19-73) 
 
 (2) Permittee assumes full responsibility for safekeeping and fee recapturing any animal that 

escapes from his premises. 
 
 (3) Permittee shall make adequate provisions and safeguards for the protection of the animals 

from abuse, teasing, etc., by the public. 
 
 (4) Permittee shall make adequate provisions for the protection of the public. 
 
 (5) Permittee shall conform to all present or future laws of the State of Michigan and all 

present or future Ordinances of the City of Troy regulating the keeping of or cruelty to 
animals, and all rules and regulations of the ACO.  

 
 (6) Permittee shall be liable for any personal injury or property damage caused by the animal 

for which the permit is issued as a result of the negligence of the permittee or any other 
person placed in control of the animal by the permittee. 

 
33. Possession of Excrement Removal Device 
 
 No person owning or possessing a dog or cat shall cause or permit such dog or cat to be on 

public or private property, not owned or possessed by such person unless such person has in his 
immediate possession an appropriate device for the scooping of excrement and an appropriate 
depository for the transmission of excrement to a receptacle located on property owned or 
possessed by such person. 

 
 (Rev. 07-13-92) 
 
34. Removal of Animal Excrement 
 
 (1) Any person who, while walking or escorting a dog or cat allows said animal to deposit 

excrement on public or private property, other than the property of the animal's owner or 
the property of the person walking or escorting the animal shall immediately remove such 
excrement. 

 
 (2) Any person owning a dog or cat which deposits excrement on public or private property, 

other than the property of the animal's owner, shall, upon being made aware of such fact, 
immediately remove such excrement. 

 
 (Rev. 07-13-92) 



CITY OF TROY 
AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND 
CHAPTER 90 OF THE CODE 

OF THE CITY OF TROY 
 
The City of Troy ordains: 
 
Section 1.  Short Title 
 
This Ordinance shall be known and may be cited as the 21st amendment to Chapter 90, 
Animals of the Code of the City of Troy.  
 
Section 2.  Amendment 
 
Sections 15, 17, 17.A and 19 shall be amended as follows: 
 
15. Animal Control Appeal Board.  There is hereby created an Animal Control Appeal Board.  

Said Board shall consist of five (5) members appointed by the City Council for three (3) 
year overlapping terms.  The Animal Control Appeal Board shall annually elect from 
among its members a Chairman, a Vice Chairman and a Secretary.  The Chairman shall 
preside over meetings of the Board and shall have voting privileges.  The Vice Chairman 
shall have voting privileges and preside over meetings of the Board in the absence of the 
Chairman.  The Secretary shall record and file with the City Clerk accurate and complete 
resolutions, rules and interpretations rendered by the Board.  The jurisdiction of said 
Board shall be limited to interpretation and application of regulations contained in this 
Ordinance. 

 
 Appeals from the decisions of the Animal Control Officer to the Animal Control Appeal 

Board shall be filed at the office of the City Clerk on blank forms provided by the Clerk.  
Rulings and interpretations of the Animal Control Appeal Board shall be final.  The Animal 
Control Officer shall enforce all rulings of said Board. 

 
17. License Required. It shall be the duty of any person owning or harboring a dog in the City 

of Troy to license said dog with the City of Troy in accordance with the chapter. Individual 
dog licenses shall be issued by the City Clerk upon application and payment of the 
license fees provided in Chapter 60.  The application for a dog license shall be 
accompanied by a certificate of vaccination for rabies, with a vaccine licensed by the 
United States Department of Agriculture, signed by an accredited veterinarian stating that 
said dog has been property immunized against rabies.   

 
a) It shall be unlawful for any person to own, possess, keep, or harbor any dog six 

(6) months of age or over without first having obtained a dog license. 
 

b) Any person becoming the owner of any dog six (6) months or older, shall apply for 
and secure a license for such dog within thirty (30) days of ownership. 

 
c) The owner of a dog, which has been duly licensed in another jurisdiction, shall 

make application for a City of Troy dog license within thirty (30) days after such 
dog has been brought into the City of Troy. 

 
d) Any person becoming the owner of a dog, which has previously been duly 

licensed in the City of Troy, shall make application for a transfer of the dog license 
within thirty (30) days of ownership. 

 



e) No person shall keep more than three (3) dogs. This three (3) dog limit shall not 
apply to puppies, under the age of six (6) months. Any person who runs a dog 
kennel that is properly licensed need not apply for individual dog licenses under 
this Chapter. All dog licenses issued after 08-04-03 shall expire on the rabies 
vaccination expiration date. That date will be referred to as the rabies vaccination 
expiration date/license renewal date. 

 
17.A Application; Certificate of Vaccination Prerequisite To Issuance of Dog License 

 
1. A one (1) year license may be issued if the owner presents any of the following: 

 
A valid certificate of rabies vaccination states that the dog has been given: 

 
• A one (1) year inoculation within the past six (6) months; or 
• A two (2) year inoculation within the past eighteen (18) months; or 
• A three (3) year inoculation within the past thirty (30) months; 

 
2. A two (2) year license may be issued if the owner presents any of the following: 

 
A valid certificate of rabies vaccination states that the dog has been given: 
 
• A two (2) year inoculation within the past six (6) months; or  
• A three (3 year inoculation within the past eighteen (18) months; or 

 
3. A three (3) year license may be issued if the owner presents: 

 
A valid certificate of rabies vaccination states that the dog has been given a three 
(3) year inoculation within the past six (6) months. 

 
19. License Tags and Collars:  Upon payment of the license fee the City Clerk shall issue to 

the owner a license tag of metal or other suitable material, not less than one (1) inch in 
length or diameter, containing the number of the license, the year of issuance, and words 
"Licensed, Troy, Michigan" and also bearing the word "Immunized".  Every owner shall be 
required to provide each dog with a collar to which the license tag must be affixed, and 
shall see that the collar and tag are constantly worn.  Absence of the collar and license 
tag from any dog shall be prima facie evidence that said dog is not licensed, and any 
person finding such dog on his premises or running at large may seize and deliver such 
dog to the dog pound. 

 
 No person shall remove any license tag from any dog without the consent of the person 

owning or harboring said dog, and no tag shall be used on the collar or harness of any 
dog other than the dog for which the tag was issued.  In case a dog tag is lost or 
destroyed, a duplicate will be issued by the City Clerk upon presentation of a receipt 
showing the payment of the license fee for the current license, and the payment of a 
duplicate tag fee.  No refund shall be made on any dog license fee. 

  
Section 3.  Repeal 
 
All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby repealed only to the 
extent necessary to give this ordinance full force and effect. 
 
Section 4.  Savings 
 
All proceedings pending, and all rights and liabilities existing, acquired or incurred, at the 
time this Ordinance takes effect, are hereby saved.  Such proceedings may be 



consummated under and according to the ordinance in force at the time such proceedings 
were commenced.  This ordinance shall not be construed to alter, affect, or abate any 
pending prosecution, or prevent prosecution hereafter instituted under any ordinance 
specifically or impliedly repealed or amended by this ordinance adopting this penal 
regulation, for offenses committed prior to the effective date of this ordinance; and new 
prosecutions may be instituted and all prosecutions pending at the effective date of this 
ordinance may be continued, for offenses committed prior to the effective date of this 
ordinance, under and in accordance with the provisions of any ordinance in force at the 
time of the commission of such offense. 
 
Section 5.  Severability Clause 
 
Should any word, phrase, sentence, paragraph or section of this Ordinance be held invalid 
or unconstitutional, the remaining provision of this ordinance shall remain in full force and 
effect. 
 
Section 6.  Effective Date 
 
This Ordinance shall become effective ten (10) days from the date hereof or upon 
publication, whichever shall later occur. 
 
This Ordinance is enacted by the Council of the City of Troy, Oakland County, Michigan, at 
a regular meeting of the City Council held at City Hall, 500 W. Big Beaver, Troy, MI, on the 
4th day of August, 2003. 
 
 
  
 Matt Pryor, Mayor 
  
  
  
 Tonni Bartholomew. City Clerk    
 



TO: Mayor and Members of Troy City Council   
FROM: Lori Grigg Bluhm, City Attorney 
DATE: August 13, 2003 

  
  

SUBJECT: Proposed co-location on Sylvan Glen communications tower  
 

 

 
Omnipoint Holdings, on behalf of T-Mobile, has requested the opportunity to co-

locate on the communications tower located at Sylvan Glen Golf Course.  According to T-
Mobile’s structural engineering reports, the tower has the capacity for four providers, in 
addition to the City’s antennae.  There are three other providers who have previously co-
located on the tower- AT & T, Nextel, and Verizon.  T-Mobile wants to be the last provider 
on the communications tower, and has agreed to pay the rent that is currently being paid 
by the other providers.   

 
AT & T constructed the tower, and still owns the tower, although all income is 

payable to the City under the terms of the lease.  The lease with AT & T also sets forth 
other requirements for the communications tower, that are expressly incorporated into the 
lease agreements with Nextel, Verizon, and T-Mobile.      

 
T-Mobile has been discussing the co-location with A T & T and the other providers 

on the tower, which has resulted in removing the proposed acknowledgement and lease 
from the agenda on a couple of different occasions.  According to the attorney for T-
Mobile, the providers have now worked out any issues that arose from the proposed co-
location.        

 
Keith Davidow, the attorney representing T-Mobile, will be present at the City 

Council meeting to answer any questions you have.  
 
 
 

cc: John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Carol Anderson, Parks and Recreation Director 
  James Nash, Financial Services Director 
  Mark Stimac, Building and Zoning Director 
  William Nelson, Fire Chief 

 
     

City of Troy
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ACKNOWLEDGMENT AND LEASE 
 

 This Acknowledgment and Lease (the “Acknowledgment”) is made this 
_____ day of ____________, 2003, between Omnipoint Holdings, Inc. 
(hereinafter Omnipoint), a Delaware corporation, whose business address is 
12170 Merriman Road, Livonia, Michigan 48150, and the City of Troy (hereinafter 
“City”), a Michigan municipal corporation, whose address is 500 W. Big Beaver 
Road, Troy, MI 48084.  
 

A. The City and Wireless PCS, Inc., d/b/a AT & T Wireless Services (AT 
& T) entered into a Ground Lease dated October 6, 1998 (the “Lease”) 
pertaining to the lease of a certain part of the City’s property located at 
the Sylvan Glen Golf Course, Troy, Michigan (the “Property”), to 
enable AT & T to construct a communication tower and equipment 
shelter (collectively referred to as the “Tower”) for use by AT & T, the 
City, and by other telecommunications companies.  

 
B. Under the terms of the Lease, AT & T is required to allow other 

telecommunications companies to utilize the Tower constructed by AT 
& T, with the rental for such use of the Tower space and a part of the 
City’s property payable to the City.  

 
C. Omnipoint is interested in leasing a part of the Tower and equipment 

shelter constructed by AT & T as authorized by the Lease. 
 

D. The parties are desirous of setting forth their agreements with respect 
to the utilization of the Tower.  

 
NOW THEREFORE, Omnipoint and the City agree as follows:  
 

1. Lease.  The City leases to Omnipoint and Omnipoint leases from 
the City a portion of the 21’ x 42 1/2 ‘ equipment shelter constructed 
upon the Property, together with a non-exclusive easement for 
ingress and egress over the adjacent real property as legally 
described in the access easement and the utilities easement under 
the Lease.  The City of Troy will also be sharing less than one half 
of the designated equipment shelter bay.  In addition, Omnipoint 
may utilize the vertical space at 130 feet on the Tower unless 
modified by a written amendment executed by the City, Omnipoint, 
and AT & T.  Omnipoint’s Facilities and easement are collectively 
referred to as “Omnipoint’s Premises”.   By entering into this 
Acknowledgement and Lease, the City waives any rights to install 
any additional equipment on the tower.  This does not preclude a 
replacement or a repair of the City’s antennae that currently exist 
on the tower.   

 



2. Consideration.  Omnipoint shall pay the City as annual rent for the 
Premises each year during the term of this Lease the rent specified 
on the attached Exhibit A.  The annual payments are non-
refundable.  The annual payments shall be made on or before July 
1 of each year.  However, the first payment (July 1, 2003-June 30, 
2003) shall not be due until the commencement of construction, 
which shall be not later than December 31, 2003.  The payment for 
the first year shall be pro-rated from July 1 to the date that 
construction commences.   

 
3. Notification.  Any written communication between the parties shall 

be sent to the following:  
 

(a) City:  City Manager, City of Troy, 500 W. Big Beaver 
Rd., Troy, MI 48085, with a copy sent to City Attorney, 
City of Troy, 500 W. Big Beaver Rd., Troy, MI  48084 

 
(b) Omnipoint:  T-Mobile USA, Inc., Attn. PCS Lease 

Administrator, 12920 SE 38th Street, Bellevue, WA 
98006, with a copy to T-Mobile USA, Inc., Attn. Legal 
Department, 12920 SE 38th Street, Bellevue, WA 
98006, and a copy sent to Omnipoint Holdings, Inc., 
Attn. Marketing Director, 12170 Merriman Road, 
Livonia, MI 48150 and a copy sent to Omnipoint 
Holdings, Inc., c/o T-Mobile USA, Inc., Attn. Lease 
Administration Manager, 8550 W. Bryn Mawr Ave., 
Chicago, IL 60631.  

 
4. Consent to be bound by Lease.  Omnipoint agrees and 

acknowledges that it has reviewed the terms of the Lease between 
the City of Troy and AT & T.  Omnipoint agrees to be bound by 
paragraphs 1-36 of the Lease as if it were a tenant under such 
Lease.  Such terms are incorporated by reference into this 
Acknowledgement.  

 
5. Insurance and Indemnity.  Prior to the commencement of 

construction, Omnipoint shall provide the City with copies of 
insurance naming the City as an additional insured party, as 
required by paragraph 21 of the Lease.  Omnipoint agrees to 
assume the risks of a tenant under such Lease and indemnity the 
City in accordance with the terms set forth in the Lease, including 
but not limited to, the indemnification pertaining to hazardous 
substances.  

 
6. Waiver of City’s Lien.  The City waives any lien rights it may have 

concerning Omnipoint’s Facilities that are deemed Omnipoint’s 



personal property and not fixtures, and Omnipoint has the right to 
remove the same at any time without the City’s consent.  

  
7. Assignment.  Omnipoint may not assign, or otherwise transfer all 

or any part of its interest in this Acknowledgment or in Omnipoint’s 
Premises without the prior written consent of the City; provided, 
however, that Omnipoint may assign its interest to its parent 
company, any subsidiary or affiliate or to any successor-in-interest 
or entity acquiring fifty-one percent (51%) or more of its stock or 
assets, subject to any financing entity’s interest, if any, in this 
Acknowledgment as set forth in Paragraph 5 above.  The City may 
assign this Acknowledgment upon written notice to Omnipoint, 
subject to the assignee assuming all of the City’s obligations herein, 
including but not limited to, those set forth in Paragraph 5 above.   

 
8. Authority.  By execution of this Acknowledgement, each party 

acknowledges that it has the authority to execute this document on 
behalf of the party for whom it is signing this Agreement.  

 
9. Inconsistencies.  In the case of any inconsistencies between the 

terms and conditions contained in the Lease Agreement entered 
into October 6, 1998, between the City and AT & T, hereby 
acknowledged, the terms and conditions herein shall control.  

 
 

IN WITNESS HEREOF, the parties have executed this 
Acknowledgment on the date set forth below.  
 
 
WITNESS:      OMNIPOINT HOLDINGS, INC. 
 
_______________________  _________________________ 
      By: Greg Cisewski   

Its:  Vice President of 
Engineering and Operations    

   
_______________________  

 
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me on this ______ day of 
____________, 2003 by Greg Cisewski, Vice President of Engineering and 
Operations of Omnipoint Holdings, Inc..   
 
 
       __________________________ 
       Notary Public 
       ___________ County, ________ 



       My Commission Expires _______  
 
 
WITNESS:       CITY OF TROY 
 
   _________________________  By:  _______________________ 

       Matt Pryor, Mayor 
        
  _________________________  By:  _______________________ 

     Tonni L. Bartholomew 
     City Clerk  
 

 
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me on this ______ day of 
____________, 2003 by Matt Pryor, Mayor of the City of Troy, and Tonni L. 
Bartholomew, Troy City Clerk.     
 
 
       __________________________ 
       Notary Public 
       ___________ County, Michigan 
       My Commission Expires _______  
 



EXHIBIT A 
 

RENT 
 

Years 1-4        Annual Rent 
 
 

1. July 1, 2003- June 30, 2004    $12,000 
2. July 1, 2004- June 30, 2005    $12,000 
3. July 1, 2005- June 30, 2006    $12,000 
4. July 1, 2006- June 30, 2007    $12,000 
 
Years 5-9 
 
5. July 1, 2007- June 30, 2008    $26,400 
6. July 1, 2008- June 30, 2009    $14,400 
7. July 1, 2009- June 30, 2010     $16,800 
8. July 1, 2010- June 30, 2011    $16,800 
9. July 1, 2011- June 30, 2012    $16,800 

 
Years 10-14 
 

10. July 1, 2012- June 30, 2013    $16,800 
11. July 1, 2013- June 30, 2014    $16,800 
12. July 1, 2014- June 30, 2015    $19,200 
13. July 1, 2015-June 30, 2016    $19,200 
14. July 1, 2016-June 30, 2017    $19,200 
 
Years 15-19 
15. July 1, 2017-June 30, 2018    $19,200 
16. July 1, 2018-June 30, 2019    $19,200 
17. July 1, 2019-June 30, 2020    $21,600 
18. July 1, 2020- June 30, 2021    $21,600  
19. July 1, 2021- June 30, 2022    $21,600 

 
Years 20-24 
 

20. July 1, 2022- June 30, 2023    $21,600 
21. July 1, 2023- June 30, 2024    $21,600  
22. July 1, 2024- June 30, 2025    $24,000 
23. July 1, 2025- June 30, 2026    $24,000 
24. July 1, 2026- June 30, 2027    $24,000 
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TO: Mayor and Members of Troy City Council   
FROM: Lori Grigg Bluhm, City Attorney 
DATE: July 30, 2003 

  
  

SUBJECT: Potential Land Sale or Exchange  
 

 

 
On April 5, 1999, the voters of the City of Troy approved an $18,000,000 bond for 

renovating the community center building and all or part of the cost of acquisition and 
improvement of additional parkland and open space for recreational use.  1   The ballot 
question did not contain any further limiting language, such as providing specific locations 
for potential land acquisition or detailing the amounts to be spent for each item.  Since the 
election, the City of Troy has expended MORE than $18,000,000 in community center 
renovations and land purchases.  Five acres among these recent acquisitions is being 
discussed in negotiations with Joel and Dale Garrett for a potential sale or land exchange 
to create a linear park from Jaycee Park to Square Lake Road and beyond.   

 
General Obligation Unlimited Tax Bonds 

 
The voters approved the issuance of general obligation unlimited tax bonds in the 

May 1999 election, which is permitted under the provisions of Article 9, Section 6 of the 
Michigan Constitution.  Pursuant to MCL 141.165, the ballot language is required to 
provide enough information to “adequately inform the electors concerning the question.”  
(MCL 141.165)  This information includes a brief general description of the purpose of the 
unlimited tax pledge, a statement of the estimate period of time over which the tax 
obligation is expected to be issued or incurred, and the maximum principal amount of each 
tax obligation.  (MCL 141.165)  This statute requires only that the initial proceeds be used 
for the stated purpose of the bond issuance, ie the purchase of additional parkland and 
open space.  The Troy Charter limitations are similar in Chapter 11, Section 11.6, which 
sates that “Each bond or other evidence of indebtedness shall contain on its face a 
statement specifying the purpose for which the same is issued and no officer o f the City 
shall use the proceeds thereof for any other purpose…” Since the negotiations involve 
either a sale or a land exchange in order to expand a park, then even the proceeds are 
being used for the same stated purpose of acquiring additional parkland and open space.     

 
Permissible Public Expenditures  

 
City Council has the authority to acquire private property for public use, pursuant 

to the provisions of the Charter.   Chapter 2, Section 2.2 (a) states that the City has the 

                                                 
1 The bond proposal states:  “Shall the City of Troy, County of Oakland, Michigan, borrow the sum of not to 
exceed $18,000,000 and issue, in one or more series, its general obligation unlimited tax bonds, within 5 
years from the date hereof, for the purpose of paying all or part of the cost of renovation and improvements 
to the City’s Community Center Building, the site therefore and any furnishings and facilities related 
thereto, all or part of the cost of the acquisition and improvement of additional park lands and open space 
for recreational use, and all the costs related thereto?”  



power for “The acquisition by purchase, gift, condemnation, lease, construction or in any 
manner permitted by statute of private property of every type and nature for public use, 
which property may be located within or without the County of Oakland and which may be 
required for or incidental to the present or future exercise of the purposes, powers and 
duties of the City, either proprietary or otherwise.”  Section 2.2 (b) provides that the City 
has the authority for “The maintenance, development, operation, leasing and disposal of 
City property subject to any restrictions placed thereon by this Charter or by law.”   

 
The subject property is not subject to deed restrictions or other grantor restrictions 

that would limit City Council’s ultimate disposition of the property.  In addition, the property 
is not designated in the Parks and Recreation Master Land Use Plan as a park, so the 
state statutory limitations of the sale of parkland are not applicable.  (as referenced in Troy 
Charter, Chapter 12, Section 12.1)  Instead, the property became an asset of the City of 
Troy.  Under Section 12.1 of Chapter 12 of the City of Troy Charter, real estate can be 
sold with the affirmative vote of four or more members of City Council.   

     
Based on these provisions, the City is permitted to dispose of the subject City 

property, as long as there is a furtherance of a public purpose.  The sale and/or exchange 
of one parcel of property that results in the creation of a linear park would qualify as a 
permissible public purpose.  This is especially true, since the proceeds of the sale of 
property would be used for the same purpose, the acquisition of additional open space 
and parkland.   

 
If you have any questions concerning the above, please let me know.   
 



TO: Mayor and Members of Troy City Council   
FROM: Lori Grigg Bluhm, City Attorney 
DATE: July 30, 2003 

  
  

SUBJECT: Condemnation Powers   
 

 

 
City Council has been asked to make some decisions regarding a potential linear park, 

from Jaycee Park to Square Lake Road and beyond.  One of the items of discussion has been the 
intervening parcel that is currently owned by Mr. Bennett.  Although a discussion of potential 
condemnation of this parcel may be premature, a discussion of whether condemnation is even a 
plausible option for City Council, either now or in the future, may be helpful.       

  
Chapter 2, Section 2.2 of the Troy Charter provides authority for the City to acquire 

property for public uses through condemnation.  Pursuant to MCL 213.23, the City has the 
authority to take private property for a public purpose.  Public purposes are those that fall within 
the scope of the City’s powers, and promote public health, safety, morals, general welfare, 
security, prosperity, and contentment of all the inhabitants or residents of the City.  Under 
condemnation law, the public must receive a clear and significant benefit.    

 
According to MCL 213.24, before initiating a condemnation case, the City must declare 

what specific public improvement or public purpose makes the condemnation necessary.  In 
addition, the City must also declare that the proposed condemned property is necessary to 
complete the public improvement or public purpose.  Furthermore, the City must also declare that 
the improvement is for the use or benefit of the public.  Once a City makes these declarations, they 
are presumed to be valid.  However, a property owner is able to challenge to the public necessity 
after the filing.  (MCL 213.56)  The case does not advance until the issues of public necessity are 
resolved.  

 
The statutes do not itemize permissible public uses.  However, cases have established 

that municipalities have the authority to condemn for the following purposes:  highway or roadway 
expansion, public parks, drain improvements, cemeteries, clean up of blighted areas, low cost 
housing, airports, fairgrounds, etc.   

 
When the primary purpose of the condemnation is to complete an improvement for the 

benefit of the public, it will be permitted.  This is true, even if the improvement is not “indispensable 
or imperative”, but merely convenient and useful.  There must be a clear and significant public 
benefit, but incidental benefits to a private party will not necessarily invalidate the condemnation.  
(Poletown Neighborhood Council v. Detroit, 410 Mich. 616 (1981), In re: Slum Clearance of Detroit, 
331 Mich. 714 (1951); Cleveland v. Detroit, 322 Mich. 172 (1948)).   

 
Municipalities should be cautious when instituting condemnation actions.  This is 

especially true when a private party benefits from a public improvement, since the courts employ 
heightened scrutiny in these cases.  If you have any questions regarding the above, or if you would 
like to schedule a study session on this topic, please let me know.        

 
 































































ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES – FINAL -  JUNE 4, 2003 
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The Chairman, Leonard Bertin, called the meeting to order at 7:00 pm Wednesday, 
June 4, 2003. 
 
Present:  L Bertin, member  C Buchanan, member 
   S Burt, member  K Gauri, member 
   D House, member  N Johnson, member 
   P Manetta, alternate D Kuschinsky, member 
   D Pietron, member  J Rodgers, member 
    
Present: M. Grusnick, staff 
   M McGinnis, staff 
 
Absent: A Done, member  J Shah, alternate 
   J Shah, student 
 
 
ITEM B – APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF MEETING OF MAY 7, 2003 
 
Kuschinsky made a motion that the Minutes of May 7, 2003 be approved.  Supported by 
Rodgers.  All voted in favor. 
 
ITEM C – VISITORS, DELEGATIONS AND GENERAL PUBLIC 
 
Vicki Richardson is the new Solid Waste Coordinator for the City of Troy and is also in 
charge of the Home Chore Program.  Vicki has had the position for only a short time, but 
stated that Oakland County was at the City on Wednesday June 4, 2003 to discuss the 
program and explain the forms needed for enrollment. 
 
Richardson stated that the contractor for grass cutting this year is new to the City.  The 
name of the service is Kathy’s Lawn Service, and she is hoping for a smooth transition.  
She will also be coordinating snow removal in the winter, but does not know if it will be the 
same company as last year. 
 
Richardson stated that the Home Chore program in Troy has 84 clients at the present time 
and it is a federal funded program.  She stated that there are no income or age restrictions 
for persons with disabilities. 
 
Also attending the meeting was Arlene Kass who is on staff of the Variety FAR 
Conservatory of Therapeutic and Performing Arts in Birmingham MI.  FAR stands for Fun, 
Arts and Recreation and is a tax-exempt organization supported by various individuals, 
groups and corporations.  They use the creative arts therapy and recreation services for 
children and adults with cognitive, physical and/or emotional impairments.  Kass would like 
to have programs available at the Community Center in Troy. Bertin would like to 
recommend that the Parks and Recreation Department review the literature that Mrs. Kass 
brought with her, it will be forwarded to Carla Vaughn. 

City of Troy
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ITEM D – NEW BUSINESS 
 
The Detroit Radio Information Service Group is interested in featuring the Disabilities 
Committee on their radio program.  Bertin would like to have Angie Done participate since 
she has a site impairment.  This group is also interested in having a booth at the 
Disabilities Expo. 
 
ITEM E – REGULAR BUSINESS 
 
Members to attend City Council meetings are as follows: 
 
June 16, 2003 Bertin 
July 7, 2003  Buchanan 
July 21, 2003  Done 
August 4, 2003 Pietron 
 
As is custom this Committee will not meet in the month of July, because of the 4th of July 
Holiday.  It will meet on August 6th to coordinate the ABILITY EXPO activities and organize 
the booth for the Disabilities Committee.  
 
 
ITEM F – OLD BUSINESS 
 
Bertin has completed the invitations and application forms for the ABILITY EXPO and they 
are ready to mail.  Several of the Committee members will help get these ready for mailing 
after the meeting. 
 
ITEM G – INFORMATIONAL ITEMS 
 
ITEM H - ADJOURN 
 
Kuschinsky made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 8:03 pm.  D Pietron seconded the 
motion.  All voted in favor. 
 
 
 
                                                                                                          MG:mm 
 



EMPLOYEES’ RETIREMENT SYSTEM BOARD OF TRUSTEES MINUTES –DRAFT July 09, 2003 
 
 

 1

A meeting of the Employees’ Retirement System Board of Trustees was held on Wednesday, 
July 09, 2003, at City Hall, 500 W. Big Beaver, Troy, MI Conference Room C.  The meeting was 
called to order at 3:03 p.m. 
 

 
TRUSTEES PRESENT: Charles Campbell 

 Robert Crawford  (departed 3:45pm)  
Thomas Houghton, Chair 
David A. Lambert 

 John M. Lamerato  
   
 
TRUSTEES ABSENT: Mark Calice 
 John Szerlag    
                
ALSO PRESENT: Laura Fitzpatrick 

  Steve Gasper, UBS 
 
 
 
EXCUSE ABSENT MEMBERS 
 
Resolution # ER – 2003 – 07 - 021 
Moved by Crawford 
Seconded by Campbell 
 
 
RESOLVED, that Mark Calice and John Szerlag be excused. 
 
Yeas:  All 5 
Absent: Calice, Szerlag 
 
 
MINUTES 
 
Resolution # ER – 2003 - 07- 022 
Moved by Crawford 
Seconded by Houghton 
 
RESOLVED, that the minutes of the June 11, 2003 meeting be approved.  
 
Yeas:  All 5 
Absent:  Calice, Szerlag 
 
 
 
 
 

City of Troy
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RETIREMENT REQUESTS 
 
 
Resolution # ER – 2003 - 07- 023 
Moved by Crawford 
Seconded by Lamerato 
 
RESOLVED, that the retirement requests of Suzanne Wuolukka, DB, 7/11/03 and Daniel J 
Clark, DB, 7/12/03 be approved. 
 
Yeas:  All 5 
Absent:  Calice, Szerlag 
 
 
OTHER BUSINESS – PRIOR GOVERNMENTAL SERVICE 
 
The Board received and filed a report, which will be attached to the original minutes. 
 
 
OTHER BUSINESS – MARCH 31, 2003 INVESTMENT PERFORMANCE 
 
Steve Gasper of UBS reviewed the March 31, 2003 Investment Performance with the board. 
 
 
INVESTMENTS 
 
Resolution # ER – 2003 - 07- 024 
Moved by Lambert 
Seconded by Campbell 
 
RESOLVED, That the following investments be purchased:  Purchase $500,000 GM 
Convertible Bonds 6.25% due 7/2033; $500,000 GMAC 5% due 7/15/08; 5,000 shares of 
Goldman Sachs and Transfer $500,000 to the NAIC Account to purchase recommended 
stocks currently not in the portfolio.   
 
Yeas:  All 4 
Absent: Calice, Crawford, Szerlag 
  
 
 
 
The next meeting is August 13, 2003 at 3:00 p.m. at the City Hall Conference Room C. 
 
 
The meeting adjourned at 4:05 p.m. 
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The Special/Study Meeting of the Troy City Planning Commission was called to order by 
Chairman Littman at 7:30 p.m. on July 22, 2003, in the Council Board Room of the Troy 
City Hall. 
 
1. ROLL CALL 
 

Present Absent 
Gary Chamberlain Mark J. Vleck 
Dennis A. Kramer Wayne Wright 
Lawrence Littman 
Robert Schultz 
Walter Storrs 
Thomas Strat 
David T. Waller 
 
Also Present 
Mark F. Miller, Planning Director 
Brent Savidant, Principal Planner 
Susan Lancaster, Assistant City Attorney 
Kathy Czarnecki, Recording Secretary 
 
Resolution 
 
Moved by Chamberlain Seconded by Waller 
 
RESOLVED, that Messrs. Vleck and Wright be excused from attendance at this 
meeting. 
 
Yeas Absent 
All present (7) Vleck 
 Wright 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
 

2. MINUTES 
 
Chairman Littman requested the July 8, 2003 Regular Meeting minutes reflect the 
following revision.   
 

Under item 5, Public Hearing for Proposed Planned Unit Development (PUD-3), 
Sterling Corporate Center, after the fifth paragraph, insert the following:   
 
“Chairman Littman advised the petitioner that when material is submitted at the 
last moment, it does not provide enough time for City staff to review and takes 
longer to be placed on the agenda for consideration, often delaying the process 
up to one month.” 

 

City of Troy
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Resolution 
 
Moved by Chamberlain Seconded by Schultz 
 
RESOLVED, to approve the July 8, 2003 Planning Commission Regular Meeting 
minutes as amended. 
 
Yeas Absent 
All present (7) Vleck 
 Wright 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
 

3. PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
There was no one present who wished to speak. 
 
 

4. PLANNING AND ZONING REPORT 
 
Mr. Miller reported on the following items.   
 

• Citizen Planner Program Training and Certificate Sessions – Session 
registration can be handled through the Planning Department.     

 
• Michigan Society of Planning Annual Conference – The annual conference 

dates are October 15-18, 2003 at the Grand Traverse Resort in Acme.   
 

• Maggiono Restaurant / Rio Bravo Restaurant Site – Maggiono Restaurant 
developers met with the Planning Department and noted they no longer 
incorporate bakeries in their restaurants and are most anxious to move 
forward. 

 
• School Building Construction – Ms. Lancaster reported that revisions to the 

Schools and School Aid Construction of School Buildings Act were effective 
on December 23, 2002.  Currently, the Department of Consumer and 
Industry Services of the State of Michigan (DCIS) has the responsibility of 
reviewing all plans and the inspection of construction of school buildings.  
She noted that with DCIS approval, a school district and a city could agree 
that the local code enforcement authority can do inspections for code 
compliance by submitting a Request for Delegation form to the DCIS.  Ms. 
Lancaster reported that a bill was recently introduced in the State Senate that 
would require all public schools to comply with local zoning laws, and Mr. 
Waller suggested that the Commission be proactive in assuring that the 
City’s zoning laws dovetail, or match, the intent of the State.  Ms. Lancaster 
will research the reference to “school construction projects that are not 
financed through bonding issues”.     
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• School Property on Coolidge Road – The approximate 41.42-acre site has 
been purchased by Pulte Homes for the development of traditional lots with 
larger homes.  To date, no application has been submitted to the Planning 
Department.  In its meeting with Pulte Homes’ consultant, Atwell Hicks, the 
Planning Department shared the City’s interests in providing access to 
Firefighters Park, preserving the natural features, and interconnection with 
the two existing stub streets.  Mr. Savidant said the neighboring property 
owners have established a very nice system of trails off of Aspen, and noted 
the strong sense of ownership by the neighbors could be a contentious factor 
in the approval process. 

 
• Berm Amendment for C-F Properties in Parking Lots – The amendment was 

approved by City Council. 
 

• Landscaping for Sanctuary Lake Golf Course – The landscape plan for the 
golf course was approved by City Council. 

 
• Zoning Ordinance Text Amendment (ZOTA-126) Article 39.70.09 Dumpsters 

and Grease Containers – City Council adopted the amendment at their July 
21, 2003 Regular Meeting. 

 
• Saleen / Stanley Door Site – Administrative approval was given to the Saleen 

assembly facility for its building renovation. 
 

A brief discussion followed on the administrative approval of the Saleen 
assembly facility with respect to sidewalks, deceleration lanes, landscaping 
and parking.  Mr. Miller will check the current plan with the Building 
Department and advise the Commission of the status at the August 5, 2003 
Special/Study Meeting.   
 
Resolution 
 
Moved by Waller Seconded by Chamberlain 
 
RESOLVED, that this body as a collective group sends a message to City 
Management and City Council that the applicant for the Saleen Assembly 
Facility be asked to put in a sidewalk on the theme of continued 
enhancement and walkability of the City of Troy.  
 
Yeas Absent 
All present (7) Vleck 
 Wright 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
The Planning Department will forward a copy of the Resolution to both City 
Council and the Building Department.   
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• Student Representative – A high school junior has a strong interest in 
becoming the Commission’s student representative.  The new representative 
has indicated she will attend the August 26, 2003 Special/Study Meeting.   

 
• Economic Development Committee / Troy Chamber of Commerce – The 

Chamber is creating a sub committee to study the Maple Road area and its 
surrounding vacant industrial development, and has asked for participation 
on behalf of the Planning Commission. 

 
Mr. Kramer volunteered to represent the Planning Commission.  Mr. Miller 
will forward pertinent information to Mr. Kramer. 

 
• Bylaws and Rules of Procedure – Upon clarification of the Bylaws status, Ms. 

Lancaster will make the minor revisions as previously stipulated and provide 
the document for approval at the August 5, 2003 Special/Study Meeting. 

 
• Site Plan (SP 891) TCF Bank Building (Consent Judgment) – City Council 

approved this item at their July 21, 2003 Regular Meeting.   
 

• Preliminary Approval for Rochester Commons PUD-2 – City Council 
approved this item at their July 21, 2003 Regular Meeting. 

 
• City Council Meetings on Fourth Mondays  – City Council approved to hold 

an additional meeting on the 4th Monday of each month (September through 
May) to primarily handle public hearings and other issues that normally 
involve a high degree of public participation.  Management asked the 
Planning Department and Planning Commission to give some thought to the 
rescheduling of Planning Commission regular meetings due to time 
limitations for public hearing notification.   

 
• Off-site Planning Commission Meetings – The Community Affairs 

Department has indicated that a hand-held camera can be used for off-site 
meetings.  Mr. Miller will follow up with the Department and look into 
scheduling the August 26, 2003 Special/Study Meeting at the Troy Nature 
Center.   

 
• Maple Road Study / Off-site Meeting – The Planning Department is 

tentatively arranging a Planning Commission bus tour in September to 
conduct the Maple Road study.  An invitation will be extended to the 
Chamber’s Maple Road Study sub-committee.   

 
Mr. Storrs asked if there was any truth in the rumor that Sylvan Glen Golf Course 
would be sold once the new golf course is open.  There was no confirmation to the 
rumor.    
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5. SUB-COMMITTEE REPORTS 
 
CR-1  
Mr. Savidant said a draft report has been submitted to Mr. Miller for his review.  The 
report would be distributed to members of the Committee once Mr. Miller has time 
to review it.   
 
Tree Preservation / Landscaping / Walls 
Mr. Waller reported that the Committee is still waiting to receive nearby city 
ordinances for review.   
 
Gateway / Beautification 
Mr. Chamberlain reported the Committee has reviewed and accepted the signage 
concept provided by PEA, and is waiting to receive an alternate concept. 
 
Special Use 
Mr. Chamberlain said a draft report on the residential portion would be provided for 
review at the next study meeting.  He expects that the remainder of the report would 
be available by mid-August.   
 
Commercial Recreation 
Mr. Strat reported that he and Mr. Kramer concluded that requests for recreation 
indoor use should go through the special use process and should be determined on 
a case-by-case basis.  Further, it was determined that the ordinance should not 
eliminate either interior or main road sites.  The Committee would like to review 
other considerations and/or issues the Commission may have before coming back 
with a full report.  Mr. Miller suggested that the Committee meet with several 
corporate representatives to receive their input on the matter. 
 
 

6. DOWNTOWN DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY REPORT 
 
The July 16, 2003 Downtown Development Meeting was canceled.   
 
 

7. BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS 
 
Mr. Kramer reported on the July 15, 2003 BZA meeting.   
 
Carl Schroeder, 1911 Ring Road 
 
The BZA granted a variance for relief of several ordinances.  Mr. Kramer suggested 
that the petitioner go before City Council and ask for a parking variance, which 
would allow for the cul-de-sac and landscaping requirements to be met and land 
bank some parking spaces.  The ZBA thought that would be an undue delay on the 
petitioner and approved the variances.   
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Eric Rauch of Desine, Inc., Taco Bell at 2955 E. Long Lake Road 
The BZA denied a request to construct a new Taco Bell Restaurant with expanded 
drive-up facilities and seating, as required by the corporate Taco Bell office, to 
replace the existing Taco Bell facility.   
 
 

8. SITE PLAN REVIEW (SP-894) – Proposed Office Building, Rochester Office Parc, 
West side of Rochester Road, South of Hannah, Section 3 – C-J 
 
Mr. Miller reported the Rochester Office Parc site plan application is being held in 
abeyance for the completion of the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that was 
requested by the City Manager.  City Management maintains that potential safety 
concerns would be greater if there is a driveway access to Rochester Road.   
 
A discussion was held with respect to traffic and drainage concerns and the 
following determinations were made.   
 

• Written notification of the site plan status will be mailed to affected residents. 
 

• The City Traffic Engineer is to provide a written report to the Commission 
documenting the concerns with the proposed Rochester Road curb cut. 

 
• The petitioner is to provide proper and adequate storm drainage on the site. 

 
• The petitioner is to provide a grade study. 

 
Mr. Strat questioned the liability of the Commission, as a whole and personally, with 
respect to the approval process of site plans that meet ordinance requirements, but 
remain questionable with respect to the health, safety and welfare of residents.   
 
Ms. Lancaster assured the Commission that there is no liability to the Commission, 
either as a body, or to the Commissioner personally.  The function of the various 
departments is to provide satisfactory studies and reports on which the 
Commissioner can base an opinion. 
 
Mr. Waller requested that the engineering drawings be provided to the Commission 
prior to site plan approval. 
 
Mr. Miller responded there is no authority within the zoning ordinance to require a 
petitioner to engineer a site prior to preliminary site plan approval.  Mr. Miller 
assured the Commission that the Engineering Department has addressed the 
drainage concerns, and the Planning Department would follow through on all the 
concerns received by the residents.   
 
Mr. Schultz asked that a commitment be made by the City to remedy any drainage 
issues should they arise in the future.   
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Mr. Savidant said the Planning Department is in receipt of two alternate plans for 
the site that have not yet been reviewed by the Planning Department nor inter-
departmentally, citing that the Planning Department is waiting for the results of the 
Environmental Impact Statement.   
 
 

9. PROPOSED PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD-3) – Proposed Sterling 
Corporate Center, North side of Big Beaver, West of I-75, Section 21 – O-S-C 
 
Mr. Savidant reported that the proposed Sterling Corporate Center PUD is in the 
process of City inter-departmental and Planning Consultant review.  Once reviews 
from the City departments and the Planning Consultant have been received, the 
Planning Department will provide a report and recommendation to the Commission.   
 
Chuck DiMaggio of Burton Katzman, 30100 Telegraph Road, Suite 366, Bingham 
Farms, was present.  Mr. DiMaggio said there have been no revisions to the plan 
since its July 2nd submittal and confirmed that communication remains open with the 
Planning Department.   
 
Mr. Strat asked the petitioner to provide two or three cross sections through the 
parking, building, and the road to get a sight line of the development at various 
elevations.   
 
Mr. DiMaggio consented to the request.   
 
 

10. CIVIC CENTER PRIORITY TASK FORCE – Recommendation for Appointment of 
Planning Commission Representative to Task Force 
 
Mr. Miller reported that City Council took action on July 7, 2003 to establish a Civic 
Center Priority Task Force and is requesting representation from the Planning 
Commission, as well as other Boards and entities.   
 
Resolution 
 
Moved by Chamberlain Seconded by Kramer 
 
RESOLVED, that Walter Storrs be nominated to serve as the primary 
representative, and that Gary Chamberlain be nominated to serve as an alternate 
representative, to the Civic Center Priority Task Force. 
 
Yeas Absent 
All present (7) Vleck 
 Wright 
 
MOTION CARRIED 



PLANNING COMMISSION SPECIAL/STUDY MEETING - DRAFT JULY 22, 2003 
  
 
 

 - 8 - 
 

11. CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF SHELBY 
 
Mr. Miller reported that Shelby Township is following the recent Coordinated 
Planning Act amendments to the State planning enabling legislation and is soliciting 
comments from surrounding communities on their proposed Master Plan.  The City 
of Troy has until September 14, 2003 to provide comments to Shelby Township and 
the Macomb County Planning Commission.   
 
A brief discussion followed.  A copy of the proposed Shelby Township Master Plan 
will be provided to the Commission in disk format for review and comment.  It was 
the consensus of the Commission to go on record with a response to the Shelby 
Township Planning Commission.   
 
 

12. PLANNING COMMISSION WORK PROGRAM 
 
Chairman Littman asked if anyone wished to make additions to the task list or 
changes to the priorities given to the tasks.   
 
Mr. Miller suggested adding “Commercial Vehicles in Residential Areas” and 
“Commercial Storage Facilities” to the task list.  He further suggested that minor 
revisions to the P.U.D. ordinance be incorporated in the “Uniformity of P.U.D.” task.   
 
Mr. Waller suggested that consideration be given to other bodies to grant sidewalk 
waivers, and possibly adding this as a task.   
 
Ms. Lancaster suggested it would be more appropriate for the Legal Department to 
research the matter.   
 
 

13. REVIEW OF AUGUST 12, 2003 REGULAR MEETING 
 
This item will be discussed at the August 5, 2003 Special/Study Meeting. 
 
 

14. PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
There was no one present who wished to speak. 

 
 

GOOD OF THE ORDER 
 
Mr. Chamberlain said that, on one of his bike adventures, he noticed overgrown 
landscaping along Maple Road on sites which the Commission required landscaping.  He 
suggested that this be a consideration of study by the Landscaping sub-committee. 
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Mr. Chamberlain suggested the petitioner of the proposed Sterling Corporate Center PUD 
provide a three-dimensional scale model.   
 
A brief discussion followed with respect to the requirement of a petitioner to provide a 
scale model.   
 
Mr. Chamberlain shared his travel experience in the Boston, Massachusetts area and 
talked about a Sheraton Hotel constructed over the Massachusetts turnpike (just west of 
Boston) and a camouflaged cell tower amid a mass of fir trees.   
 
Other sites of interest mentioned were London, Ontario; Columbus, Ohio; and Ann Arbor, 
Michigan.   
 
Mr. Waller strongly suggested that the tree preservation ordinance be revisited.  He 
referenced the project on Beech, north of Wattles, where a 10-unit project has been clear 
cut.  He suggested to allow higher density if signature trees are retained and survive a 
three year timeframe.   
 
Mr. Savidant said he visited the site, at the suggestion of Mr. Waller, and took 
photographs.  Ron Hynd, the City’s landscape analyst, cited the landscape plan showed 
12 trees were to be preserved, and informed the Planning Department that it was a 
misunderstanding on behalf of the developer.  A very distraught neighbor was able to save 
one remaining tree.  As restitution, the developer is working together with the neighbor to 
restore some landscaping.  Mr. Savidant said the tree preservation plan encourages 
preservation of trees that are only 4 to 10 inches in caliper size, and no consideration is 
given to older, larger trees.   
 
Mr. Strat suggested that the designated height of a buffer screen wall identify to another 
significant tie within a particular development site; i.e., 4 feet above grade level is not 
specific to all sites.  Also, Mr. Strat suggested that grade maintain a level line, even though 
it may exceed 4 or 6 feet. 
 
Mr. Storrs circulated a brochure on Schenck Pegasus.  He also said that Mr. Vleck is home 
from the hospital, doing well, and is on the road to recovery.   
 
Mr. Miller said he is impressed with the progress of sub-committees, and asked that the 
committees inform the Planning Department of their meetings and status. 
 
Chairman Littman referenced an Oakland Press article about development in Royal Oak 
near I-696 and Woodward Avenue, where residential is planned for the second and third 
stories of an office building, as a result of low office vacancy rates.   
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ADJOURN 
 
The Special/Study Meeting of the Planning Commission was adjourned at 9:50 p.m. 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 
 
Mark F. Miller AICP/PCP 
Planning Director 
 
G:\MINUTES\2003 PC Minutes\Draft\07-22-03 Special Study_Draft.doc  



TROY DAZE MINUTES - DRAFT  July 22, 2003
  

A Regular Meeting of the Troy Daze Advisory Committee was held Tuesday, July 22, 
2003, at the Troy Community Center.  Bob Berk  called the Meeting to order at 7:33 
P.M. . 
 
ROLL CALL 
 
PRESENT: Bill Hall 

Jim Cyrulewski 
Robert Preston 
Bob Berk 
Cheryl Whitton Kaszubski 
Cele Dilley 
Kessie Kaltsounis 
Sue Bishop 
Jeff Biegler 
Jessica Zablocki 
 

ABSENT: Dick Tharp 
 
Letter from Dick saying he has recently moved and regretfully this will be his last 
year working with Troy Daze. 

 

1. APPROVAL OF JULY 22, 2003 MINUTES  
 
Resolution TD-2003-07-001 
Moved by   Whitton Kaszubski 
Seconded by  Hall 
 
RESOLVED,  That the June 24, 2003 minutes be accepted as submitted.  
 
Yes: All-8 
 
MOTION CARRIED 

NEW BUSINESS 
 
1. APPOINTMENTS – NONE 
 
2. BOWLING SPACE 
 
Resolution TD-2003-07-002 
Moved by  Whitton Kaszubski 
Seconded by  Kaltsounis 
 

City of Troy
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RESOLVED, That, if available, to offer outside space at the usual Community Group 
rate of $140.00. 
 
Yes:  All-8 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
It was also determined that sometime before the 2004 Festival, there is a need to 
review & address the current rate. 
 
3. FALL MFEA CONVENTION 
 
Bill received the convention schedule. It’s in Traverse City, November 6-9, 2003 and 
he will distribute copies to the Advisory Board. 
 

OLD BUSINESS  
 
1. UPDATE ON CONTRACTS 
 
Shirts are to be purple this year, Bob is updating quantity and sizes. Also, will need 
to order jackets this year. Bid opening on Friday for the tents. Jeff has quotes for 
most of the items necessary and will be getting the purchase orders in the system 
soon. 
 

  
The meeting adjourned at 7:56 P.M. 
 
       

 
BOB BERK, COMMITTEE CHAIRMAN 

   
                                     
 

      JOY KOEGLER, Recording Secretary 
 
 
 
 NEXT TROY DAZE ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING AUGUST 26,2003, AT 
7:30 P.M., FOLLOWED BY THE FESTIVAL COMMITTEE MEETING. 
 
 

City of Troy
 



TROY CATV ADVISORY COMMITTEE – DRAFT July 24, 2003 
 
 
Call to Order 
 
The regular meeting was called to order at 7:03 p.m.   
 
 
Roll Call 
 

Present: Richard Hughes  Monika Sata 
  Penny Marinos  Fan Lin 
  Brian Wehrung   

Cindy Stewart    
Dick Minnick 

 
Excuse Absent Members 
 
Kent Voigt, Jerry Bixby and Shazad Butt 
 
Introduction 
 
Fan Lin, Student Rep, Junior at International Academy this fall.  Resident of Troy for 6 
years. 
 
Bryan presented a certificate of appreciation to Monika Sata for her service to CATV as a 
student  rep during this past year.  She will attend Michigan in the fall. 
 
Approval of Minutes 
 
Motion to approve minutes of May 1, 2003 by Hughes, second by Mennick. 
Approved unanimously. 

 
 

Correspondence 
 

 
A.  WOW – addition of new services effective June 9, 2003 

 
B. COMCAST – changes to equipment charges – member comment - seems like 

every meeting Comcast has price increases for something. 
 

 
Old Business  
 

A. Cable Complaint Logs 
Penny Marinos, Dick Minnick and Monika Sata did not see their complaints listed.  
 
Minnick - January – March channel 4 had double images;  Marinos - channel 9 
problems in May.  Sata – fuzzy picture in June.  Marinos and Minnick’s problem still 
has not been taken care of.   Marinos - serviceman out, problem not taken care of.  
Minnick – Serviceman out, problem not resolved.  Told him that someone else 

City of Troy
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would come out, but never did.  Three weeks later he called and they had no record 
of original call and visit.  
Wehrung -  February/March had a Comcast complaint not on the books 
 
Board would like cable company to follow up with all service complaints in a more 
professional manner.  Can they give customer a service number so customer can 
refer back?  Would be nice to get a letter saying the problem has been resolved. 
 
WOW – 1st and 2nd quarter  Grade     B 
 
1st quarter – other than customer on hold for 3 hours, handled all complaints in a 
very reasonable timeframe.  Out of 17 problems 1st quarter, 8 cable related, 9 
internet. 
 
2nd quarter – April – 3 out of 7 cable problems 
                     May – 2 out of 9 cable problems 
                     June – 1 out of 13 cable problems 
 
14 cable problems identified from 1st and 2nd quarter – all resolved relatively quickly. 
 
COMCAST –   3rd month of the 1st quarter & 2nd quarter B+ 

March   - 3 cable problems 
  April 8   - cable problems 
  May 2   - cable problems 
             June 4  - cable problems 
 
Board agrees that both Cable Companies need to explain how they selected these 
customers.  Is this all complaints?  Does not appear to be since 4 members’ 
complaints are not listed.  What constitutes complaint on this log?  What system 
problems are there?  Can we get a monthly list? 
 

 
New  Business 

 
A. CATV Mission Statement 

 
Motion by Marinos, second by Minnick to remove “TV” from all points in Mission 
Statement and Goals 3rd, 4th and 11th paragraph and last paragraph change to 
…are receiving the highest quality of services available.  Approved unanimously. 

 
B. Consider committee name change from CATV Advisory Committee to Cable 

Advisory Committee (CAC) at the October meeting.   Reminder via e-mail to 
everyone regarding name change consideration. 

 
C. CMN Report – CMN contract up December 2004 – Community to watch public 

access and evaluate programming.  Send comments to Cindy Stewart.  Ask CMN to 
add CATV committee on their mailing list for newsletter.   
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D. Change to member list Fan’s email – Darknezz @ Comcast.net 
 

E. WTRY Cable Guide July and August 
 

F. ICCA meeting minutes 
 
 
 
Motion to adjourn by Mariono, second by Sata.  Meeting adjourned at 9:02 p.m. 
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CITY OF TROY 
CABLE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

 MISSION STATEMENT 
(adopted July 14, 1999 & revised May 24, 2003) 

 
MISSION: To serve as liaison between City Council and citizens of Troy relative to cable  issues. 

 
To receive comments and suggestions from fellow citizens and neighbors for presentation to the 
committee on all cable matters. 

 
To make recommendations to the Troy City Council relative to the City’s Cable TV franchise, 
including any and all activities which may affect the quality or level of service provided to Troy 
residents. 
 
In order to fulfill this mission to meet on a regular basis to discuss and review all aspects of the 
quality and service of Cable TV available to Troy citizens including: 
 
FRANCHISE PROVIDERS (current are Comcast and WideOpenWest) 
To monitor and review financial and performance reports as provided to ICCA by the franchisees.  
To review and recommend action as appropriate in the establishment  and negotiation of 
franchise agreements or amendments to these agreements.  To receive and consider 
presentations as requested from the management representatives of the franchisees. 
 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL CABLE COMMUNICATIONS AUTHORITY (ICCA) 
To monitor and review correspondence, reports and  presentations of the ICCA that may affect or 
impact the quality or level of service to Troy citizens.  This is specifically related to the ICCA 
consortium agreement. 
 
COMMUNITY MEDIA NETWORK (CMN) - Channels 18 & 52 
To monitor and review correspondence, reports and presentations of the CMN or other groups 
that may affect the quality or level of public access service to Troy citizens.  These reviews would 
include quality of product and access to airtime, equipment and other services with the express 
purpose of providing for local access programming services and opportunities for individuals and 
groups. 
 
GOVERNMENT ACCESS / WTRY - Channels 10 & 53 
To monitor the quality of product and level of service of the local government access channel 
provided to the City of Troy as part of the franchise agreement.  In this role the committee will 
request regular reports from the WTRY management and provide opinions to WTRY staff on 
minor issues and provide recommendations on major issues to City Council. 
 
 
 
STEWARDSHIP OF FUNDS 
To review requests, assess needs and make recommendations to City Council relative to the 
awarding and disbursement of available funds to support access channels as provided in the 
franchise agreements. 
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LEGISLATION 
To review new and proposed local, state and federal legislation relative to providing a point of 
view to City Council relative to suggested actions. 
 
TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENTS 
To be aware of new technological developments relative to Cable TV service with the objective of 
assuring that the residents of Troy are receiving the best service and the highest quality of 
programming services available. 
 
 



DATE:        August 1, 2003   
TO:            John Szerlag, City Manager
FROM:       Mark Stimac, Director of Building & Zoning
SUBJECT:  Permits issued during the Month of July 2003

NO. VALUATION PERMIT FEE
INDUSTRIAL
Completion Less Tenant 1 $75,000.00 $546.75
Add/Alter 4 $432,000.00 $3,048.75

Sub Total 5 $507,000.00 $3,595.50

COMMERCIAL
New 1 $1,000,000.00 $6,737.50
Completion (New) 1 $1,234,767.00 $7,035.75
Tenant Completion 3 $539,860.00 $4,484.06
Add/Alter 11 $1,712,395.00 $11,735.55

Sub Total 16 $4,487,022.00 $29,992.86

RESIDENTIAL
New 15 $2,543,346.00 $30,707.00
Add/Alter 49 $1,254,462.00 $12,373.50
Garage/Acc. Structure 20 $104,234.00 $2,040.00
Pool/Spa/Hot Tub 8 $80,315.00 $1,360.00
Fire Repair 2 $88,995.00 $765.00
Wreck 5 $0.00 $770.00

Sub Total 99 $4,071,352.00 $48,015.50

TOWN HOUSE/CONDO
New 10 $1,110,308.00 $9,530.50
Add/Alter 5 $23,072.00 $360.00

Sub Total 15 $1,133,380.00 $9,890.50

MULTIPLE
Add/Alter 3 $24,000.00 $390.00

Sub Total 3 $24,000.00 $390.00

INSTITUTIONAL/HOSPITAL
Add/Alter 2 $7,000,000.00 $39,249.00

Sub Total 2 $7,000,000.00 $39,249.00

Page 1
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MISCELLANEOUS
Signs 30 $0.00 $3,225.00
Fences 26 $0.00 $415.00

Sub Total 56 $0.00 $3,640.00

TOTAL 196 $17,222,754.00 $134,773.36

PERMITS ISSUED DURING THE MONTH OF JULY 2003
NO. PERMIT FEE

Mul. Dwel. Insp. 84 $840.00
Cert. of Occupancy 46 $4,089.75
Plan Review 120 $6,712.01
Microfilm 23 $509.00
Building Permits 196 $134,773.36
Electrical Permits 208 $18,743.00
Heating Permits 170 $8,320.00
Air Condt. Permits 79 $3,095.00
Refrigeration Permits 2 $150.00
Plumbing Permits 118 $14,603.00
Storm Sewer Permits 35 $1,057.00
Sanitary Sewer Permits 13 $511.00
Sewer Taps 26 $6,229.60

TOTAL 1120 $199,632.72

LICENSES & REGISTRATIONS ISSUED DURING THE MONTH OF JULY 2003
NO. LICENSE FEE

Mech. Contr.-Reg. 15 $75.00
Elec. Contr.-Reg. 27 $405.00
Master Plmb.-Reg. 25 $25.00
Sewer Inst.-Reg. 8 $400.00
Sign Inst. - Reg. 8 $80.00
E. Sign Contr-Reg. 2 $30.00
Fence Inst.-Reg. 8 $80.00
Bldg. Contr.-Reg. 40 $400.00
F.Alarm Contr.-Reg. 3 $45.00

TOTAL 136 $1,540.00

Page 2



BUILDING PERMITS ISSUED

BUILDING PERMIT BUILDING PERMIT
PERMITS VALUATION PERMITS VALUATION

2002 2002 2003 2003

JANUARY 125 $21,945,624 83 $3,349,579

FEBRUARY 106 $24,049,206 98 $6,941,418

MARCH 121 $10,452,003 106 $10,102,093

APRIL 123 $9,240,105 150 $7,185,781

MAY 180 $6,860,859 269 $13,984,618

JUNE 225 $12,585,296 209 $20,116,880

JULY 193 $7,968,796 196 $17,222,754

AUGUST 186 $31,423,350 0 $0

SEPTEMBER 173 $12,714,701 0 $0

OCTOBER 189 $12,832,019 0 $0

NOVEMBER 122 $8,532,727 0 $0

DECEMBER 89 $6,789,846 0 $0

TOTAL 1832 $165,394,532 1111 $78,903,123
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Aug 1, 2003 BRIEF BREAKDOWN OF NON-RESIDENTIAL BUILDING PERMITSPrinted:
ISSUED DURING THE MONTH OF JULY 2003Page:  1

Type of Construction Address of Job ValuationBuilder or Company

Commercial, Add/Alter 969 CHICAGO  325,000.00KENYON, DENISE
Commercial, Add/Alter 2800 W BIG BEAVER X-365  423,495.00LAKEVIEW CONSTRUCTION INC
Commercial, Add/Alter 432 W FOURTEEN MILE  677,400.00COMM CONTRACTORS INC

Commercial, Add/AlterTotal  1,425,895.00

Commercial, Completion New 1750 E BIG BEAVER  1,234,767.00INA USA CORP

Commercial, Completion NewTotal  1,234,767.00

Commercial, New Building 400 E BIG BEAVER  1,000,000.00DANNA LATTER LLC

Commercial, New BuildingTotal  1,000,000.00

Commercial, Tenant Completion 3119 CROOKS  220,860.00RYAN CONSTRUCTION INC
Commercial, Tenant Completion 3111 CROOKS  216,000.00RYAN CONSTRUCTION
Commercial, Tenant Completion 38921 DEQUINDRE STE A  103,000.00THE BELL COMPANY

Commercial, Tenant CompletionTotal  539,860.00

Industrial, Add/Alter 2708 DALEY  400,000.00SVERDRUP J.E.

Industrial, Add/AlterTotal  400,000.00

Inst./Hosp., Add/Alter 44201 DEQUINDRE CARDIO  1,300,000.00SKANSKA USA DESIGN BUILD INC
Inst./Hosp., Add/Alter 44201 DEQUINDRE CARDIO  5,700,000.00SKANSKA USA DESIGN BUILD INC

Inst./Hosp., Add/AlterTotal  7,000,000.00

Total Valuation:  11,600,522.00Records  12



 
DATE:  August 8, 2003 

  
 

 
TO:   The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
    
FROM:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
   Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
   Mark Stimac, Director of Building and Zoning 
 
SUBJECT:  Announcement of Public Hearing 

Parking Variance Request  
   3614 – 3674 Rochester Road 
 

 
 

 
We have received an application from Eric Ersher representing Zoup Fresh Soup, 
L.L.C. to locate a Zoup Restaurant in an existing tenant space at the Century Plaza 
shopping center at 3614 – 3674 Rochester Road.  They are proposing to establish a 
new 30-seat restaurant in the shopping center.  Considering this proposed use as well 
as the other existing uses in the center, a total of 292 parking spaces are required by 
Section 40.21.01 of the Troy Zoning Ordinance.  The plans submitted with the 
application indicate that the existing site only has 253 parking spaces available.  A site 
visit by Building Department staff, however, indicates that because of the location of fire 
hydrants, electrical transformers, and the fifteen dumpsters that are located around the 
site, only about 235 parking spaces are available.  The permit application for this tenant 
alteration has been denied.  In response, the petitioners have filed an appeal of the 
parking requirement. 
 
A Public Hearing has been scheduled for your meeting of September 8, 2003 in 
accordance with Section 44.01.00.   
 
We have enclosed copies of the petitioner’s application and supporting documentation 
as well as a copy of the site plan of the facility for your reference.  We will be happy to 
provide additional information regarding this request if you desire. 
 
Attachments: 
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August 1, 2003 
 
City of Troy 
Fire Department 
500 W. Big Beaver Rd. 
Troy, Michigan 48084 
 
Attn:  Rodney E. Bovensiep, Lieutenant 
 
Forgive us for not writing the City of Troy Fire Dept. sooner.  It is wonderful that 
my husband, Nick, and myself are alive to send this note. 
 
On Thursday, June 12th, at 2:00 am we woke up to a crackling sound and 
smelled smoke.  We managed to leave the house immediately and since we had 
no electricity or phones, I ran next door and they called 911.  The response was 
unbelievably quick.  Police arriving first and immediately following the fire trucks.  
Your personnel on the scene did one fantastic job in every way.  They not only 
were concerned about our welfare, but that of our home.  They broke only 
necessary windows in the lower level without disturbing a shrub, and went right 
to the source with minimal water damage elsewhere.  They had to break through 
a built-in bookcase in the adjoining family room and in doing so they were 
extremely careful to remove all valuable collectibles and albums that were on 
those shelves as well as items on and above the mantel.  We thoroughly 
appreciated that right away.  They also tried to be as helpful as possible by 
suggesting accommodations we might find for nighttime.  Repair people that they 
suggested came almost immediately and things began to move along. 
 
Our volunteer Fire Department is without a doubt the BEST there is around this 
entire area.  You should be proud to be a part of this organization.  They 
obviously have been well trained in all the right ways. 
 
Thanks again -  Mr. & Mrs. Nicholas K. Mohr 
   4402 Cherry wood Dr. 
   Troy, Michigan 48098 

City of Troy
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August 8, 2003 
 
 
 
To:  Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Carol K. Anderson, Parks and Recreation Director 
 
Subject: Residency Requirements For Park Use - Park Board Action 
 
 
At the July 21, 2003 City Council meeting, the Parks and Recreation Advisory Board 
was directed to review the residency requirements for Parks and Recreation facilities 
and parks.   
 
The Parks and Recreation Advisory Board discussed the requirements as it relates to 
the Facility Usage Policy, Standards for Issuance of Special Use Permits and Parks and 
Recreation programs.   
 
Discussion included adult and youth uses, travel teams and house teams (Troy 
leagues).   
 
The Parks and Recreation Advisory Board took action verifying the current policy per 
attached resolution.   

City of Troy
G-07



 
 
 
 
August 8, 2003 
 
 
 
To:  Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Carol K. Anderson, Parks and Recreation Director 
 
Subject: Residency Requirement - Parks and Recreation Advisory Board action 
 
 
At the July 31, 2003 special meeting of the Parks and Recreation Advisory Board 
meeting the following action was taken: 
 
A motion by Tom Krent, supported by Kathleen Fejes, that the residency requirement 
for park use remain at 75%. 
 
   Ayes:  8   Nays:  1 
   MOTION CARRIED 













City of Troy Parks and Recreation 

Facility Usage Policy 
Updated May 2000 

 
 
Facilities operated by the City of Troy are to be used by those involved in Parks and Recreation 
programs, City youth athletic organizations, Troy School District and other residential and business 
groups. 
 
The Parks and Recreation Department, Troy Youth Soccer League, Troy Baseball Boosters and Troy 
Youth Football are the primary providers of recreational activity for the City of Troy. Use of fields will not 
be approved for groups/individuals whose activities are duplicated by these organizations. 
 
Facilities are not available to use at all times. Facilities that are used extensively, may not be approved 
for use to allow for maintenance and turf recovery. 
  
Facilities may not be used by for-profit groups or for fundraising uses by organizations other 
than non-profit 501C groups. 
 
Commercial use of facilities is prohibited except by concessionaires, production companies for filming, 
or others deemed to be in the best interest of the City.  Prior approval is required for such uses (some 
require approval by City Council). 
 
 
 

Facilities, which may be reserved by residents at no cost: 
 
Tennis courts - Boulan Park and Civic Center courts. 
Reservations must be made by a resident/full-time employee no more than one week in advance. One 
reservation per visit. 
 
Ball diamonds - Some ball diamonds are available for use by adult teams. These teams must play in 
the Parks and Recreation league or have 75% of its participants live or work in Troy.  Ball diamonds are 
not permitted for youth baseball team practice except through the Troy Baseball Boosters.  A 
resident/full-time employee must make reservations no more than one week in advance. One 
reservation per visit. 
 
Sand volleyball courts - Boulan Park, Firefighters Park, Jaycee Park, and Raintree Park. 
A resident/full-time employee must make reservations no more than one week in advance. One 
reservation per visit. 
 
Community Center - may be used by civic, cultural, or educational non-profit Troy organizations. 
Participants must submit a group roster or which 75% of roster AND attendees must be TROY 
RESIDENTS. There is no cost to use the Community Center during regular hours. A minimum charge of 
$75 for three hours plus $25/each additional hour is assessed for Saturday evenings, Sundays, and 
holidays, plus custodial service of $11/hour is levied to groups.  The dates available to reserve these 
facilities change each year. Please contact the Parks and Recreation office for current information. 



 
Facilities that may be permitted at a cost: 

 
Park Shelters - Shelters may be reserved at Boulan (2), Jaycee, Raintree and Firefighters Parks.  
All shelters are reserved on a first come first served basis beginning in early April. The group must 
consist of at least 75% Troy residents/full-time employees in Troy, or be a member of the sponsoring 
Troy organization - family reunions are not required to meet this percentage. The person organizing the 
reunion must be a Troy resident.  Cost to rent a park shelter is $30 per day.  The following are not 
allowed unless the Parks and Recreation department – tents, sound systems/speakers/DJ’s, 
receive prior approval.  NO rides, amusements, petting zoos, inflatable games, dunk tanks, 
generators, concessions, hot or cold air balloons, and live music or bands are allowed. 
 
Aquatic Center - This facility may be reserved on Friday, Saturday, or Sunday evenings from 8-11pm at 
$300 per hour for private use. Groups may rent the facility from 5pm-close any evening at $5.00/person.  
Park is also open to the public at this time.  Groups must be businesses, churches, residents or other 
groups located in Troy.  Reservations must be made a minimum two weeks in advance. 
 
Special events, tournaments, special uses, etc. 
Ø Permits may be granted for organizations holding special events, tournaments, etc. Groups granted 

this use will be assessed all costs including maintenance, staff, utilities, etc. for the event. 
Approximate costs will be given to the organization prior to the event.  Organization that is 
conducting the event must be from Troy. 

Ø An insurance policy naming the City of Troy as an additional insured may be required for special 
events. Insurance amount required may vary based on type of event. 

Ø A minimum two-week advance reservation is required. 
Ø A deposit of $250 is required for special use permits.  Upon completion of the event, the group will be 

invoiced for all costs associated with the event. 
 

Facilities that are NOT permitted for general use: 
 
Soccer fields are not permitted for general use. Soccer teams may use open areas (areas without 
goals except at Firefighters Park and Boulan Park where ALL fields are off limits) for practice. 
 
Notes: 
♦ Alcoholic beverages are prohibited in all parks except with a beer permit. Beer permits are granted 

only to those with park shelter permits. 
♦ Reservations for ball diamonds, tennis courts, sand volleyball courts, park shelters, and the 

Community Center are made in person at the Parks and Recreation offices in the Community Center, 
3179 Livernois. Special event permits must be requested in writing to the Superintendent of Parks or 
the Superintendent of Recreation, 3179 Livernois, Troy MI. 48083. 

♦ Any use of a park, except for open space, must be approved  by the Parks and Recreation 
department staff. Permits will be issued for approved use. 

♦ Additional rules and regulations for each facility are available in the Parks and Recreation offices. 
♦ Only activities which are deemed to be in the best interest of the City of Troy and its residents are 

permitted. 
♦ Reservations are permitted seasonally. Most park facilities are permitted from April through 

September. 
♦ Reservations are subject to cancellation by the Parks and Recreation Department for special events, 

tournaments, city functions, or make-up games/events. 
 

For further information, contact the Parks and Recreation office at 248.524.3484. 



August 5, 2003 
 
 
TO:  Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Doug Smith, Real Estate and Development Director 
 
SUBJECT: “The Reflective Head” Donated by K-Mart Corporation 
 
 
At the April 7 th City Council meeting, City Council reviewed the item of K-Mart’s 
request to have the City assume responsibility for the installation of the sculpture 
(originally known as “Reflective Head” by Michael Ayrton) that was donated to 
the City by K-Mart in August of 2000.  After some discussion, City Council 
delayed final consideration of this request to allow time for exploring with the 
private sector if there was monies or services that could be donated to do the 
installation rather than using tax dollars.  At that time Mr. Len Bertin stepped 
forward indicating he would make attempts to identify funding sources for the 
installation    
 
Since that meeting Mr. Bertin has been in touch with J.M. Olson Corporation and 
Barton-Malow Rigging Co. (where the head is currently stored).  They have 
indicated a willingness to install the sculpture for a cost not to exceed $5,000 (the 
move from storage, excavation, cement pad and installation of the head was 
initially estimated at $25,000).  They would expect that through this expenditure 
and donated services of their companies and contract subs working for them, 
they could excavate the site, pour the cement foundation, and place and secure 
the sculpture on the cement pad (see attached letters).  Rossetti and Associates 
have donated architectural services, including a structural analysis. Attempts at 
identifying funding for phase one have not been successful. 
 
With the installation, phase one of the project would be complete.  A second 
phase for the sculpture would be to provide lighting, landscaping and pedestrian 
access.  The project itself will be complete when the economy improves and an 
appropriate group or party can be identified to take on this project including long 
term maintenance.  While it is difficult to estimate, another $25,000 - $40,000 
could be spent on phase two. 
 
 Management seeks Council’s direction on the next step with J.M. Olson and 
Barton-Malow on the project agreement for the installation of the “K-Mart 
Corporate Head”. 
 
DS/pg 
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August 8, 2003 
 
 
 
To:  Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Carol K. Anderson, Parks and Recreation Director 
 
Subject: Parks and Recreation Advisory Board Action - Cricket Sites 
 
 
At the July 21, 2003 City Council meeting, City Council directed the Parks and 
Recreation Advisory Board to review the options proposed for a cricket field.   
 
The sites were reviewed and discussion included: 
 

1) That no existing park sites are suitable as activities would be displaced or 
would have to be redeveloped.   

2) The cricket field may be suitable in one of the new parks but should not be 
located in a neighborhood park.   

3) Opposition to any cricket development if residency requirements are not met.   
 
The following action was taken:   
 
A motion by Ida Edmunds, supported by Tom Krent, that none of the proposed and/or 
existing park sites is suitable for development of a cricket field.   
 
   Ayes:  7   Nays:  1 
   MOTION CARRIED 
 
Staff is prepared to review the sites as attached.   
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June 26, 2003 
 
TO:   Honorable Mayor and City Council  
 
FROM:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
   Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
   Carol K. Anderson, Parks and Recreation Director 
 
SUBJECT:  Alternate Cricket Field Sites 
 
On June 16, 2003, City Council directed staff to identify a location that could be 
used as an alternate cricket field to the current Nelson Drain Cricket Field site. 
 
A memo to Council on June 16th identified three potential sites and the costs 
relative to developing a cricket field at those locations. Those previously 
discussed sites are included in this memo as Options #1, 2, and 3.  
 
BACKGROUND 
When staff began looking for a site within the Troy park system that would be 
suitable for use as a cricket field several years ago, the major obstacle limiting 
the location where such a facility could be built was the size of the field – 450’ x 
550’, large by other athletic field standards. It was determined that a field of that 
size could not be constructed in an existing park without displacing other 
established uses. 
 
This was the reason the Nelson Drain offered such a promising possibility with its 
large expanse of open space that could easily accommodate a field with the 
dimensions needed for the game of cricket. 
 
ALTERNATE SITE OPTIONS 
Staff has studied each park site, developed and undeveloped, that is large 
enough to hold a 450’ x 550’ (5.68 acres) cricket field. All of the sites would 
require some degree of development, or redevelopment to convert from current 
use to use as a cricket field. In many cases, other active-use areas (ball 
diamonds, soccer fields, etc.) would be displaced. 
 
Option #1 – Community Center Field 
Amenities: Located west of the Troy Community Center, this site has sufficient 
parking and restrooms to facilitate a cricket field. The area is also relatively flat 
and would require a minimum of grading to convert into a cricket field. 
Telephones, snack shop, swimming pool, and other activities are available at the 
Troy Community Center. 
 
Positives of the site 

• Site contains all of the necessary infrastructure (parking, restrooms, etc.) 
to support a cricket field. 

• Site is centrally located in the community 



 
Negatives of the site 

• The site is too narrow to accommodate a full size cricket field although a 
reduced size field could fit in the area. 

• Conversion of the area into a cricket field would displace existing ball 
diamonds and soccer fields, which would need to be rebuilt at another 
location. 

• Site would be adjacent to parking area for the Troy Community Center, 
creating the risk of vehicle damage and/or pedestrian injury from errant 
cricket balls. 

• New backstop and protective fencing recently installed on the ball 
diamond at a cost of $5000 would need to be removed. 

• This location is part of the Civic Center complex included in Civic Center 
Master Plan, which will be decided by the voters in April 2004. 

 
Est. Cost:  Cricket Pitch Construction   $    5,000 
     Relocation of one Ball Diamond  $100,000 
  Relocation of two soccer fields  $  96,000 
 
Staff opinion – This site is not large enough to accommodate a full sized cricket 
field. Installing a reduced size field would not only require displacing existing ball 
diamond and soccer fields, but would open up the possibility of vehicle damage 
and/or pedestrian injury caused by balls being hit from a reduced size field. 
 
Option #2 – New Park Site on Livernois Rd.  Size: 22 acres 
Amenities: This is a totally undeveloped park site located on Livernois Rd. north 
of Town Center Drive. 
 
Positives of the site 

• Site is large enough to accommodate a full sized cricket field 
 
Negatives of the site 

• Since this site is undeveloped new parkland, there will be significant costs 
associated with constructing a cricket field here. 

• No restrooms, parking, play equipment, picnic areas 
• This park site has already been designed in concept with the assistance 

and support of the neighboring residents. Some opposition can be 
expected if the design they supported is altered in favor of a cricket field. 

• This new park site is being considered for ball diamonds and soccer fields 
needed for current programs and future demands. A cricket field would 
take up a large part of the potential active use space on the site and 
would displace the proposed soccer fields and ball diamonds. 

 
Est. Cost: As indicated in June 4, 2003 Council Memo, cost to construct 
cricket field on undeveloped park site - $103,500 minimum. Cost would increase 
substantially with additional amenities, such as restrooms and parking. 
 



Staff opinion - While this new park site would accommodate a full sized cricket 
field, the capital cost and timeline for development reduce its appeal as a viable 
option.   
 
 
Option #3 – New park site on John R.    Size: 13 acres 
Amenities: This is a totally undeveloped new park site on John R between Big 
Beaver and Wattles Roads. 
 
Positives of the site 

• Site is large enough to accommodate a full size cricket field 
 
Negatives of the site 

• Since this site is undeveloped new parkland, there will be significant costs 
associated with constructing a cricket field here. 

• No restrooms, parking, play equipment, picnic areas 
• This park site has already been designed in concept with the assistance 

and support of the neighboring residents. Some opposition can be 
expected if the design they supported is altered in favor of a cricket field. 

• This new park site is being considered for ball diamonds and soccer fields 
needed for current programs and future demands. A cricket field would 
take up a large part of the potential active use space on the site and 
would displace the proposed soccer fields and ball diamonds. 

 
Est. Cost: As indicated in June 4, 2003 Council memo, cost to construct cricket 
field on undeveloped park site - $103,000 minimum. Cost would increase 
substantially with additional amenities, such as restrooms and parking. 
 
Staff opinion - While this new park site would accommodate a full sized cricket 
field, the capital cost and timeline for development reduce its appeal as a viable 
option.   
 
 
Option #4 – Beach Road Park   Size: 10 acres 
Amenities: Ball Diamond, Soccer Field, Play Structure, Swing Structure, 36-

space Parking Lot 
 
Cricket field would fit at this park with the removal of the ball diamond, soccer 
field. Park does not have a restroom building.  
 
Positives about the site 

• Park is large enough to fit a full size cricket field 
• Park has parking lot, play equipment 

 
Negatives about the site 

• Cricket field would displace one ball diamond and one soccer field, both of 
which enjoy steady recreational programming 



• Cricket field would occupy nearly 60% of the site,  
• Park is surrounded by residential neighborhoods 
• No restroom facilities on the site 

 
Est. Cost: Construction of cricket pitch  $    5,000 

Relocation of one ball diamond $100,000 
Relocation of one soccer field $  48,000  

 
Staff Opinion – Although site is technically large enough to accommodate a full-
sized cricket field, access to the park by the general public would be severely 
limited when cricket practices and games were in session. There would not be a 
sufficient buffer between playing field and adjoining residential properties. 
 
Option #5 – Boulan Park  Size: 57 acres 
Amenities: Three ball diamonds, eight tennis courts, football field, three soccer 
fields, one lacrosse field, two sand volleyball courts, two picnic shelters, play 
structures, swing structures, concession, restrooms, parking for 451 cars. 
 
Cricket field could fit into this park in two locations – 1) Would require removal of 
one ball diamond, relocation of one picnic shelter, relocation of walking path, and 
removal of 20+ trees, and 2) Would require removal of one lighted ball diamond, 
one football field, one lacrosse field, and four lighted tennis courts. 
 
Positives about the site 

• Cricket field would fit in the park 
• Park has all of the amenities to support a new sports field (parking, 

restrooms, play equipment, picnic areas). 
 
Negatives about the site 

• Cricket field would displace other active use areas, which would need to 
be re-built on another site at considerable cost and with disruption to 
recreational programming. 

• Boulan Park is already the most heavily used park in the city.  Introducing 
another sport, which plays each evening and both weekend days 
throughout the summer would put a strain on the facility and increase 
maintenance costs. 

 
Est. Cost  
– Location #1: Construction of cricket pitch  $    5,000 
   Relocation of one ball diamond  $100,000 
   Relocation of one picnic shelter  $  43,000 
   Relocation of walking path   $    5,000 
   Removal of 20+ trees   $    6,000 
 
Est. Cost  
– Location #2: Construction of cricket pitch  $    5,000 
   Relocation of one ball diamond (lighted) $170,000 



   Relocation of one lacrosse field  $  48,000 
   Relocation of one football field  $  60,000 
   Relocation of four lighted tennis courts $160,000 
 
Staff Opinion – Site is large enough to accommodate a full sized cricket field. 
However, the number of active use areas that would need to be removed and re-
built elsewhere, combined with the increased activity that the sport of cricket 
would bring to an already heavily used facility make this location undesirable as 
an alternate site for a cricket field. 
 
 
Option #6 – Brinston Park   Size:  18 acres 
Amenities: Two ball diamonds, two soccer fields, two tennis courts, two 
basketball courts, play structure, swing structure, picnic shelter, restrooms and 
parking for 111 cars. 
 
Cricket field could fit in the southern half of the site with the removal of one ball 
diamond, two soccer fields, and walking paths. Brinston Park is surrounded by 
residential sub divisions on all four sides. 
 
Positives about this site 

• Cricket field would fit in this park 
• Park has parking, restrooms, and play equipment to support a cricket field 

 
Negatives about the site 

• Cricket field would displace two soccer fields and one ball diamond which 
would need to be re-built in another area at considerable cost with 
disruption to existing recreational programming. 

• Area of the park which would accommodate the cricket field is close to two 
dozen homes 

 
Est. Cost: Construction of cricket pitch  $    5,000 
  Relocation of one ball diamond  $100,000 
  Relocation of two soccer fields  $  96,000 
 
Staff Opinion – While this site is technically large enough to fit a full sized cricket 
field, there is not a sufficient buffer between the cricket field location and the 
adjoining residential properties to make this an attractive location for cricket. 
 
 
Option #7 – Firefighters Park   Size: 96 acres 
Amenities: Nine soccer fields, one ball diamond, play structure, swing 
structure, disc golf course, fishing pond, picnic shelter, two sand volleyball courts, 
restrooms and parking for 365 cars. 
 
Cricket field could fit in the southwest part of the park currently developed with 
eight soccer fields. The size of a cricket field would equate to that of three 



adjoining soccer fields. This area of the park is bordered on the west by a sub-
division. 
 
Positives about the site 

• Cricket field could easily fit into the area 
• Site already contains the necessary infrastructure (parking, restrooms, 

play equipment, picnic areas) to support a cricket field. 
• Nearby residential area should be no more affected by a cricket field that 

is currently affected by high use soccer fields. 
 
Negatives about the site 

• Cricket field would displace three soccer fields, which would need to be 
relocated to another site.  

 
Est. Cost: Construction of cricket pitch  $    5,000 
  Relocation of three soccer fields  $144,000 
 
Staff Opinion – Firefighters Park is a large facility that could accommodate a 
cricket field. However, it is currently the premier soccer facility in the city because 
the Parks and Recreation Department is able to rotate the fields allowing fields 
used for spring season leagues to rest during the fall season and those fields 
used in the fall to rest through the spring season. This ensures the soccer fields 
being used are always in the best and safest condition. Removing three fields to 
install a cricket field would mean the remaining soccer fields would receive 
constant use, requiring additional maintenance to keep them in a usable and safe 
condition. 
 
 
Option #8 – Troy Farm     Size: 100 acres 
Amenities: Troy Farm is in the northwest part of the property, which also 
contains the Lloyd A. Stage Nature Center. The Nature Center offers classes and 
programs, nature trails and an interpretive center. The Troy Farm is a collection 
of farm buildings, the Senior Gardens, and home of K.I.D.S. camp in the 
summer. Site also has gravel parking near the Senior Gardens and a restroom 
building. 
  
Positives about the site 

• Cricket field could be located in a large open area currently not being 
programmed for use. 

• Site already has restroom and parking. 
• Location for Cricket field is fairly secluded, not visible from any residential 

areas. 
• Installation of Cricket field in this area would not displace any active use 

areas in other park facilities. 
 
 
 



Negatives about the site 
• Land balancing and tree removal would be necessary to accommodate a 

full sized cricket field. There would be some cost associated with this, but 
cost would be small relative to replacement of playing fields that would be 
displaced in other park locations. 

• May be some public opposition to converting area perceived as part of 
natural area to active use cricket field. 

 
Est. Cost: Construction of cricket pitch   $    5,000 
  Site grading, topsoil, seed, tree removal  $135,000  
 
Staff Opinion – While the Troy Farm is a beautiful and peaceful location in its 
present state and although not ideal, it does present a viable option for a 
permanent cricket field. The site could, with some tree removal and land 
balancing, provide a suitable location for a full sized cricket field. This site would 
offer the fewest disruptions to on-going programs, and be the least visually 
obtrusive to adjacent residential areas of any of the options. 
 
RESIDENCY REQUIREMENT 
The Michigan Cricket Association is made up of teams from across the state that 
play each other throughout the season. While there are two Troy teams in the 
MICHCA, the intent of the group is to play non-Troy teams on a cricket field 
located in Troy. This presents a situation in which the requirement we have 
adopted for all other team sports to be comprised of at least 75% Troy residents 
cannot be met by the teams planning on using a cricket field in Troy. 
 
The use of the Oakland County Nelson Drain by the cricket teams avoids the 
residency requirement that the Parks and Recreation Department demands of all 
other sport teams. 
 
Rather than changing the residency policy for all groups, resulting in more non-
Troy groups using Troy facilities, Council should instead consider waiving the 
residency requirement for cricket teams only. 
 
CONCLUSION 
Staff has been working with members of the Michigan Cricket Association to 
provide a suitable location for the sport of cricket for several years. The Parks 
and Recreation Department has constructed two “practice pitches” at a small 
park site on Garry Street where cricket players can practice pitching and batting. 
 
Staff has also worked with the Oakland County Drain Commission to secure an 
agreement to use the Nelson Drain for the purpose of a cricket field. An 
agreement has been signed between the City of Troy and The Michigan Cricket 
Association for the use by that group of the Nelson Drain for this season. 
 
City Council has directed staff to identify an alternate site for construction of a full 
size cricket field to be constructed for the 2004 cricket season. This report 



identifies every park site that can accommodate the dimensions of a cricket field 
as well as the positive and negative aspects of each site. Also included are the 
estimated costs of cricket field construction and costs to relocate fields and 
amenities displaced by construction of a cricket field in an existing facility.  
 
It should be noted that the concept designs for the five new park sites contain 
fields necessary to meet current and anticipated future use levels. Any fields 
currently in use that are displaced as a result of construction of a cricket field 
would result in a net loss of playing fields. 
 
Staff requests City Council to consider the ramifications of constructing a cricket 
field on park land already being programmed for other active use (ball diamonds, 
soccer fields), and suggest the location that results in the least disruption to 
existing programs, participants, and neighboring residential areas – The Troy 
Farm. 
 
Staff welcomes Council’s direction on this matter and will respond in a timely 
manner to prepare the designated site for use as a cricket field by the 2004 
season. 
 
 
 
Prepared by:  Jeff Biegler, Superintendent of Parks 
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Date:  August 12, 2003 
 
To:  Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Mark Stimac, Building and Zoning Director 
  Mark F. Miller, Planning Director 
 
Subject: Outdoor Storage of Commercial Vehicles in M-1 
 
Pursuant to City Council direction, City Management is investigating revisions of the 
zoning ordinance to permit outdoor storage of commercial vehicles in the M-1 (light 
industrial) zoning district at existing mini-storage facilities.  The purpose of the potential 
amendment is to provide additional options for residents who have commercial vehicles 
and have a need to park them in a convenient location.  Outdoor parking of these 
commercial vehicles is not permitted at residentially zoned homes.  However, City 
Council can grant an appeal to permit outdoor storage of commercial vehicles.  Based 
upon City Council’s direction, residents who have commercial vehicles need additional 
options for the day-to-day storage of commercial vehicles. 
 
Attached is a summary of potential revisions of the zoning ordinance.  Absent additional 
direction from City Council, City Management will direct the revisions to the Planning 
Commission for consideration.  In addition, the mini-storage facilities will be given an 
opportunity to provide input regarding the proposed amendments.  City Management 
will prepare the final language and conduct the required Planning Commission public 
hearing.  Then City Management will submit the Planning Commission and City 
Management recommended language for City Council adoption. 
 
 
Attachment 
 
cc: Planning Commission 
 File 
 
 
G:\Zoning Ordinance\08-16-03 CC Commercial Vehicle update.doc 
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OUTDOOR STORAGE OF COMMERCIAL VEHICLES IN M-1 
 
The following are potential ideas or concerns regarding the outdoor storage of 
commercial vehicles in the M-1 Light Industrial District: 
 
1. The off-street parking requirement for mini-warehouses is “one space for every 

seventeen hundred (1,700) square feet of gross warehouse building area” (Section 
28.30.02.C).  Anecdotal evidence shows that off-street parking areas for mini-
warehouse facilities are under-utilized.  The parking space standard appears to be 
much higher than in other communities.  For example, the standard in Blacksburg, 
VA is one space per 100 storage units plus 2 spaces per on-site caretaker 
residence (Parking Standards, Planning Advisory Service Report Number 510/511).  
Perhaps the parking standard for mini-warehouses needs to be reduced to bring it 
closer to industry standards.  This reduction could free up space that could be used 
for commercial vehicle storage. 

 
2. The number of commercial vehicles or the percentage of area dedicated to 

commercial vehicle storage could be directly related to the square footage of 
storage area within the mini-warehouse. 

 
3. The City could adopt screening requirements for the area dedicated to 

commercial vehicle storage, such as a solid wall or landscaped berm. 
 
4. Reduce the amount of required landscaping (10%) on the site, with the trade-off 

that the petitioner increases the intensity of landscape material (shrubs and 
trees) in the front yard.  This way, the petitioner gets more space for outdoor 
storage but also improves the quantity of landscape material in the front yard. 

 
 



 

 

August 13, 2003 
 
 
 

TO:   The Honorable Mayor and City Council Members 
 
FROM:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
 
SUBJECT:  Report and Communication  

Projected Increase in Undesignated Capital Fund Balance 
 
 
 
Lately we’ve been discussing under capitalization of various projects such as land 
acquisition under the 1999 bond Proposal C, and Fire Station #3.  Additionally, the 
Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT) has indicated that funding for the I-
75/Crooks/Long Lake Road interchange project is contingent upon the City supplying 
right-of-way.  And I’ll have more for you on this topic under separate cover. 
 
We have also been asked, or are going to be asked, to consider an expenditure of 
funds for partnering with the proposed Garrett development for a cost to the City of 
approximately $490,000; development of park components to accommodate the Rotary 
Club proposal in the amount of roughly $430,000; and a relocation of the cricket field 
having costs ranging from $90,000 to $443,000. 
 
Let’s now go to the other side of the ledger for some better news.  Mr. Lamerato and I 
estimate that there will be approximately $500,000 of capital funding that will be 
channeled to the undesignated fund balance of our capital fund.  Simply put, this is 
because monies budgeted for capital projects exceeded actual costs.  Of course, this is 
merely a forecast at this time, as our auditors need to verify this.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
JS/mr\AGENDA ITEMS\2003\08.18.03 – Increase in Undesignated Capital Fund Balance 
 
c: John M. Lamerato, Assistant City Manager/Finance & Administration 
 James Nash, Financial Services Director 
 Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
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TO: MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 
 

FROM: LORI GRIGG BLUHM, CITY ATTORNEY 
ROBERT F. DAVISSON, ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY 
JACQUELYN M. BAULT, LEGAL ASSISTANT 
 

DATE: August 14, 2003 
 

  
  

SUBJECT: AMENDMENTS TO THE DRUNK DRIV ING PROVISIONS OF 
CHAPTER 106 OF THE CITY CODE 

 
 

Accompanying this memo are proposed amendments to the City of Troy drunk driving ordinance. 
These amendments will bring the city ordinance in conformity with the new state law, which 
becomes effective on September 30, 2003.  The primary changes are as follows:  

1) Current state law defines drunk driving as operating a motor vehicle with a breath alcohol level of 
0.10 or higher.  Under the new state law and proposed city ordinance, drunk driving will be 
defined as operating with a breath alcohol level of 0.08 or higher;  

2) Current state law defines impaired driving as driving with a breath alcohol level of 0.08 or 0.09 
and operating in a manner that is visibly impaired.  The new state law and ordinance define 
impaired driving as driving in a visibly impaired manner as a result of consuming alcohol, 
regardless of breath alcohol level. 

3) Under the new state law and proposed city ordinance, driving with any amount of a controlled 
substance in one’s system is per se operating under the influence of drugs. 

4) There is a sunset provision to October 1, 2013. 

Due to the time restraints, we have only addressed the changes in the drunk driving law.  We will 
review and revise the remainder of Chapter 106 at a later date.  

These proposed revisions will be brought back as an action item for the September 8, 2003 city 
council meeting.  Please feel free to ask us any questions that you have about the new state law or 
the proposed amendments. 
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CITY OF TROY 
AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND 

CHAPTER 106 OF THE CODE 
OF THE CITY OF TROY 

 
The City of Troy ordains: 
 
Section 1.  Short Title 
 
This Ordinance shall be known and may be cited as an amendment to Chapter 106 of the 
Code of the City of Troy.  
 
Section 2.  Amendment 
 

1. WORDS AND PHRASES DEFINED 

1.01. Words and phrases. 
 
 The following words and phrases when used in this code shall, for the purpose of 

this code, have the meanings respectively ascribed to them in this chapter.  
Whenever any word or phrase used in this code is not defined herein but is 
defined in Act No. 300 of the Public Acts of 1949, as amended, being §257.1 et 
seq. of the Michigan Complied Laws, the definition therein shall be deemed to 
apply to the words and phrases used in this code. 

 
1.00002. Act. "Act" means Act No. 300 of the Public Acts of 1949, as amended, being 

5§257.1 et seq. of the Michigan Complied Laws. 
 
1.03. “Alcoholic liquor”  means any spirituous, vinous, malt, or fermented liquor, liquids 

and compounds, whether or not medicated, proprietary, patented, and by 
whatever name called, containing 1/2 of 1% or more of alcohol by volume which 
are fit for use for beverage purposes. 

 
1.0011.04. Alley.  "Alley" means a minor thoroughfare, opened to public use, for the purpose 

of ingress and egress to service adjacent buildings. 
 
1.001a1.05. Ambulance.  "Ambulance" means a privately or publicly owned motor vehicle for 

highway use which is specially designed or constructed and equipped, which is 
intended to be used for, and is maintained or operated for, the transportation of 
persons who are sick, injured, wounded, or otherwise incapacitated or helpless, 
including dual purpose police patrol cars and funeral coaches or hearses, and 
which is equipped according to section 7 of Act No. 258 of the Public Acts of 
1968, as amended, being 5§257.1207 of the Michigan Complied Laws. 

 
1.0021.06. Authorized emergency vehicle.  "Authorized emergency vehicle" means a vehicle 

of the fire department, a police vehicle, an ambulance, a privately owned motor 
vehicle of a volunteer or paid fireman, or a privately owned motor vehicle of a 



 

  

2

volunteer ambulance driver or a licensed ambulance driver or attendant as is 
authorized by the department of state police. 

 
1.0031.07. Bicycle.  "Bicycle" means a device on which a person may ride, which is 

propelled by human power, and which-has either 2 or 3 wheels in a tandem or 
tricycle arrangement which are more than 14 inches in diameter. 

 
 
1.003a1.08. Bicycle lane.  "Bicycle lane" means a portion of a street or highway which is 

adjacent to the roadway and which is established for the use of persons riding 
bicycles. 

 
1.003b1.09. Bicycle path.  "Bicycle path" means a portion of a street or highway which is 

separated from the roadway by an open, unpaved space or by a barrier and which 
is established for the use of persons riding bicycles. 

 
1.0041.10. Bus.   "Bus" means a motor vehicle which is designed to carry more than 10 

passengers and which is used for the transportation of persons and also means 
a motor vehicle, other than a taxicab, which is designed and used for the 
transportation of persons for compensation.  The terms does not include a school 
bus or a bus that is equipped and used for living or camping purposes. 

 
1.0051.11. Bus stand or bus stop.   "Bus stand" or "bus stop" means a fixed area in the 

roadway, parallel and adjacent to the curb, to be occupied exclusively by buses 
for layover in operating schedules or by buses waiting for, loading, or unloading 
passengers. 

 
1.0061.12. Business district.   "Business district" means the territory contiguous to a highway 

when 50% or more of the frontage thereon, for a distance of 300 feet or more, is 
occupied by buildings in use for business. 

 
1.006a1.13. Civil infraction.   "Civil infraction" means an act or omission which is prohibited by 

law, which is not a crime as defined in section 5 of Act No. 328 of the Public Acts 
of 1931, as amended, being §75.05 of the Michigan Compiled Laws, and for 
which sanctions may be ordered. 

 
1.006b1.14. Civil infraction determination.   "Civil infraction determination" means a 

determination that a person is responsible for a civil infraction based on 1 one of 
the following: 

 (a) An admission of responsibility for the civil infraction., or 
 (b) An admission of responsibility for the civil infraction, "with explanation.", or 
 (c) A preponderance of the evidence at an informal hearing or formal hearing 

on the question under section 746 or 747 of the act., or 
 (d) A default judgment for failing to appear as directed by a citation or other 

notice at a scheduled appearance under section 745(3)(b) or 745(4) of the 
actAct, at a scheduled informal hearing under- section 746 of the actAct, 
or at a scheduled formal hearing under section 747 of the actAct. 
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1.0071.15. Commercial vehicle.   "Commercial vehicle" means every -motor vehicle which is 

used for the transportation of passengers for hire or which is constructed or used 
for the transportation of goods, wares, or merchandise.  The term also means a 
motor vehicle which is designed and used for drawing other vehicles and which is 
not constructed to carry any load thereon, either independently or as any part of 
the weight of a vehicle or load so drawn. 

 
1.007a1.16.   Controlled substance.   "Controlled substance" means a controlled substance as 

defined by Act No. 196 of the Public Acts of 1971, as amended, being §335.301 et 
seq. of the Michigan Complied Laws. 

 
1.007b1.17. "Conviction" means a final conviction, the payment of a fine, a plea of guilty or 

nolo contenders contendere if accepted by the court; or a finding of guilt or 
probate court order of disposition for a child found to be within the provisions of 
chapter XII of Act No. 288 of the Public Acts of 1939, ( being sections 712A.1 to 
712A.28 of the Michigan Compiled Laws), on a traffic law violation charge, 
regardless of whether the penalty is rebated or suspended. 

 (Rev. 12-23-91) 
 
1.0081.18. Crosswalk.   "Crosswalk" means either of the following: 

 (a) That part of a roadway at an intersection that is included within the 
connections of the lateral lines of the sidewalks on opposite sides of the 
highway measured from the curbs or, in the absence of curbs, from the 
edges of the traversable highway, or. 

 (b) A portion of a highway, at an intersection or elsewhere, which is distinctly 
indicated for pedestrian crossing by lines or other markings on the 
surface. 

 
1.0091.19. Curb loading zone.   "Curb loading zone" means a space which is adjacent to a 

curb and which is reserved for the exclusive use of vehicles during the loading or 
unloading of passengers or materials. 

 
1.009a1.20. Department  "Department" means the department Department of stateState. 
 
1.0101.21. Driver.   "Driver" means every person who drives, or is in actual physical control 

of a vehicle. 
 
1.010a1.22. Explosives.  "Explosives" means any chemical compound or mechanical mixture 

which is commonly used, or intended to be used, for producing an explosion and 
which contains an oxidizing and combustive unit or other ingredient in such 
proportions, quantities, or packing that an ignition by fire, friction, concussion, 
percussion, or detonator of any part of the compound or mixture might cause 
such a sudden generation of highly heated gases that the resultant gaseous 
pressures would be capable of producing destructible effects on contiguous 
objects or of destroying life or limb. 
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1.010b1.23. Farm tractor.   "Farm tractor" means every motor vehicle that is designed and 
used primarily as a farm implement for drawing plows, mowing machines, and 
other implements of husbandry. 

 
1.010c1.24. Flammable liquid.   "Flammable liquid" means any liquid that has a flash point of 

70 degrees Fahrenheit or less, as determined by a tagliabue or equivalent closed-
cup test device. 

 
1.010d. "Former Section 625(l) or (2)" means section 625(l) o (2) as amended by Act No. 

391 of the Public Acts of 1978, Act No. 515 of the Public Acts of 1980, Act No. 309 
of the Public Acts of 1982, or Act No. 109 of the Public Acts Of 1987. 

 
 (Rev. 12-23-91) 
 
1.010e. "Former section 625b" means section 625b as amended by Act No. 285 of the 

Public Acts of 1976, Act No. 515 of the Public Acts of 1980, Act No. 309 of the 
Public Acts of 1982, or Act No. 109 of the Public Acts of 1987. 

 
 (Rev. 12-23-91) 
 
1.010f. "Former section 5.15(l), (2) or (5)" means section 5.15(l), (2) or (5) of Chapter 

106 of hte  Troy City ordinance, as amended through December 31, 1991. 
 
 (Rev. 12-23-91) 
 
1.010g. "Former section 5.15a(l), (3) or (4)" means section 5.15a(l), (3) or (4) of Chapter 

106 of the Troy City ordinance, amended through December 31, 1991. 
 
 (Rev. 12-23-91) 
 
1.0111.25. Freight curb loading zone.   "Freight curb loading zone" means a space which is 

adjacent to a curb and which is provided for the exclusive use of vehicles during 
the loading or unloading of freight. 

 
1.0121.26. Governmental unit.   "Governmental unit" means an incorporated city, an 

incorporated village, and or a township. 
 
1.012a1.27. Gross weight.   "Gross weight" means the weight of a vehicle without load plus 

the weight of a load thereon. 
 
1.012b1.28. Handicapper.   "Handicapper" means a person who, for the purposes of this code, 

has a physical characteristic categorized as a handicap which limits ambulation 
or which necessitates the use of a wheelchair for mobility.  The term also means 
a person who is blind. 

 
1.012c1.29. Implement of husbandry.   "Implement of husbandry" means every vehicle which 

is designed for agricultural purposes and which is used exclusively in agricultural 
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operations.  The transportation in a trailer of seeds, fertilizers, or sprays, which 
will be used to plant, fertilize, or spray, between a place of storage or supply and 
farms is an agricultural operation. 

 
1.0131.30. Intersection.   "Intersection" means either of the following: 
 

 (a) The area embraced within the prolongation or connection of the lateral 
curb lines, or, if none, then the lateral boundary lines of the roadways of 2 
highways which join one another at, or approximately at, right angles, or 
the area within which vehicles traveling upon different highways that join at 
any other angle might come in conflict. 

 
 (b) Where a highway includes 2 roadways 30 feet or more apart, then every 

crossing of each roadway of such divided highway by an intersecting 
highway shall be regarded as a separate intersection.  If such intersecting 
highway also includes 2 roadways 30 feet or more apart, then every 
crossing of 2 roadways of the highways shall be regarded as a separate 
intersection. 

 
1.0141.31. Laned roadway.   "Laned roadway" means a roadway that is divided into 2 or 

more clearly marked lanes for vehicular traffic. 
 
1.014a1.32. "Law of another state" means a law or ordinance enacted by another state or by a 

local unit of government in another state. 
  
 (Rev. 12-23-91) 
 
1.0151.33. Limited access highway.   "Limited access highway" means every highway, 

street, or roadway in respect to which where owners or occupants of abutting 
lands and other persons have no legal right of access to or from the same, 
except at such points and in such manner as may be determined by the public 
authority that has jurisdiction over such highway, street, or roadway. 

 
1.0161.34. Moped.   "Moped" means a 2 or 3-wheeled vehicle with operable pedals which is 

equipped with a motor that does not exceed 50 cubic centimeters piston 
displacement, which produces 1.5 brake horsepower or less, and which cannot 
propel the vehicle at a speed of more than 25 miles per hour on a level surface. 

 
1.016a1.35. Motorcycle.   "Motorcycle" means every motor vehicle which has a saddle or seat 

for the use of the rider and which is designed to travel on not more than 3 wheels 
in contact with the ground, but excludes a tractor. 

 
1.0171.36. Motor vehicle.   "Motor vehicle" means every vehicle which is self-propelled and 

every vehicle which is propelled by electric power obtained from overhead trolley 
wires, but which is not operated upon rails. 
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1.0181.37. Official time standard.   "Official time standard" means that hours named in this 
code mean hours of standard time or daylight saving time, whichever is in current 
use in this governmental unit. 

 
1.018a1.38. Operator.   "Operator" means every person, other than a chauffeur,  who is in 

actual physical control of a motor vehicle on a highway. 
 
1.0191.39. Parking.   "Parking" means standing a vehicle, whether occupied or not, upon a 

highway when not loading or unloading, except when making necessary repairs. 
 
1.0211.40. Passenger curb loading zone.   "Passenger curb loading zone" means a place 

which is adjacent to a curb and which is reserved for the exclusive use of 
vehicles during the loading or unloading of passengers. 

 
1.0221.41. Pedestrian.   "Pedestrian" means a person afoot. 
 
1.0231.42. Person.   "Person" means every person, firm, co-partnership, association, or 

corporation and its legal successors, but does not include the state, a political 
subdivision of the state, or an employee of the state operating within the scope of 
his or her duties. 

 
1.0241.43. Police officer.   "Police officer" means a sheriff or his or her deputies, a village 

marshal, an officer of the police department of a city, a village, a township, and an 
officer of the Michigan State Police. 

 
1.0251.44. Private driveway.   "Private driveway" means a piece of privately owned and 

maintained property which is used for vehicular traffic, but which is not opened 
for, or normally used by the public. 

 
1.025a1.45. Private road.   "Private road" means a privately owned and maintained road which 

allows access to more than 1 one residence or place of business, which is 
normally open to the public, and on which persons other than the owners may 
travel. 

 
1.025b1.46. "Prosecuting attorney" except as the context otherwise requires means the 

attorney general, the prosecuting attorney of a county, or the attorney 
representing a local unit of government. 

 
 (Rev. 12-23-91) 
 
1.0261.47. Railroad.   "Railroad" means a carrier of persons or property on cars, other than 

street cars, which are operated on stationary rails. 
 
1.0271.48. Railroad train.   "Railroad train" means a steam engine or electric or other motor, 

with or without coupled cars, which is operated on rails, but does not include a 
street car. 
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1.0281.49. Residence district.   "Residence district" means the territory contiguous to a 
highway not comprising a business district when the frontage on such highway 
for a distance of 300 feet or more is mainly occupied by dwellings or by dwellings 
and buildings in use for business. 

 
1.0291.50. Right-of-Way.   "Right-of-way" means the privilege of the immediate use of a 

highway. 
 
1.0301.51. Roadway.   "Roadway” means that portion of a highway which is improved, 

designed, or ordinarily used for vehicular travel.  If a highway includes 2 or more 
separate roadways, the term "roadway" shall refer to a roadway separately and 
not to all such roadways collectively. 

 
1.0311.52. Safety zone.   "Safety zone”' means the area or space which is officially set apart 

within a roadway for the exclusive use of pedestrians and which is protected and 
so marked or indicated by adequate signs as to be plainly visible at all times while 
set apart as a safety zone. 

 
1.031a1.53. School bus.   "School bus" means every motor vehicle, except for a station 

wagon., with a manufacturer's rated seating capacity of 8 or more children which 
is owned by a public, private, or governmental agency and which is operated for 
the transportation of children to or from school.  The term also means a motor 
vehicle, except for a station wagon, that is privately owned and operated for 
compensation for the transportation of children to or from school.  The term does 
not include a bus that is operated by a municipally owned transportation system 
or by a common passenger carrier certificated by the public service commission. 

 
1.031b1.54. School crossing.   "School crossing" means a crosswalk that is designated by the 

department of transportation, a county road commission, or a local authority as 
any place to be used by school children for crossing a street or highway. 

 
1.031c1.55. School-crossing guard.   "School-crossing guard" means a person who is 18 

years of age or older and who is authorized to supervise children who use a 
school crossing as provided in section 613c of the actAct. 

 
1.031d1.56. Semitrailer.   "Semi-trailer" means every vehicle, with or without motive power, 

other than a pole-trailer, which is designed to carry persons or property and to be 
drawn by a motor vehicle and which is so constructed that some part of its weight 
and that of its load rests on, or is carried by, another vehicle. 

 
1.0321.57. Sidewalk.   "Sidewalk" means that portion of a street which is between the curb 

lines or the lateral lines of a roadway and the adjacent property lines and which is 
intended for the use of pedestrians. 

 
1.032a1.58. Special mobile equipment.   "Special mobile equipment" means every vehicle 

which is not designed or used primarily for the transportation of persons or 
property and which is incidentally operated or moved over the highways, 
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including, but not limited to:, farm tractors, road construction or maintenance 
machinery, mobile office trailers, mobile tool shed trailers, mobile trailer units 
used for housing stationary construction equipment, ditch-digging apparatus, well-
boring apparatus, and well-servicing apparatus. 

 
1.0331.59. Stand or standing.   "Stand" or "standing" means the hailing of a vehicle, other 

than for the purpose of and while actually engaged in, receiving or discharging 
passengers. 

 
1.0341.60. Stop.   "Stop" when required, means the complete cessation of movement. 
 
1.0351.61. Stop or stopping.   "Stop" or "stopping", when prohibited, means the halting, even 

momentarily, of a vehicle, whether occupied or not.  The terms do not apply to the 
halting of a vehicle which is necessary to avoid conflict with other traffic or which 
is in compliance with the directions of a police officer or traffic-control sign or 
signal. 

 
1.0361.62. Street or highway.   "Street" or "highway" means the entire width between 

boundary lines of every way publicly maintained when any part thereof is open to 
the use of the public for purposes of vehicular travel. 

 
1.0371.63. Taxicab.   "Taxicab" means a licensed public motor vehicle for hire which is 

designated and constructed to seat not more than 10 persons and which is 
operated as a common carrier on call or demand. 

 
1.0381.64. Taxicab stand.   "Taxicab stand" means a fixed area in the roadway which is set 

aside for taxicabs to stand or wait for passengers. 
 
1.0391.65. Through highway.   "Through highway" means every state trunkline highway or 

any other highway at the entrance to which vehicular traffic from intersecting 
highways is required by law to stop before entering or crossing the same. 

 
1.039a1.66. Tow-away zone.   "Tow-away zone" means a zone where parking, stopping, or 

standing is not permitted, as indicated by proper signs, and where vehicles 
parked in violation of the signs are towed away to keep the roadway clear for 
traffic movement. 

 
1.0401.67. Traffic.   "Traffic" means pedestrians, ridden or herded animals, vehicles, street 

cars, and other conveyances, either singly or together, while using a highway for 
purposes of travel. 

 
1.0411.68. Traiffic-control devices.   "Traffic-control devices" means signs, signals, 

markings, and devices which are not inconsistent with this ordinance and which 
are placed or erected by authority of a public body or official who has jurisdiction 
for the purpose of regulation, warning, or guiding traffic. 
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1.041a1.69. Traffic-control order.   "Traffic-control order" means an order which officially 
establishes the location of traffic-control devices and traffic-control signals on the 
highways of this state by the authority that has jurisdiction over such highways 
and which is filed with the county clerk of the county traversed by such highways.  
A certified copy of the order shall be prima facie evidence in all courts of the 
issuance of such order. 

 
1.0421.70. Traffic-control signal.   "Traffic-control signal" means a device, whether manually, 

electrically, or mechanically operated, by which traffic is alternately directed to 
stop and to proceed. 

 
1.0431.71. Traffic division.   "Traffic division" means the traffic division of the police 

department of a city, a village, and or a township, or, if a traffic division is not 
established, then the term shall be deemed to refer to the police department of 
the city, village, or township. 

 
1.043a1.72. Trailer.   "Trailer" means every vehicle, with or without motive power, other than a 

pole-trailer, which is designed to carry property or persons and to be drawn by a 
motor vehicle and which is constructed so that no part of its weight rests upon the 
towing vehicle. 

 
1.043b1.73. Trailer coach.   "Trailer coach" means every vehicle which is primarily designed 

and used as temporary living quarters for recreational, camping, or travel 
purposes and which is drawn by another vehicle. 

 
1.043c1.74. U-turn.   "U-turn" means a turn made on a roadway or in an intersection by a 

vehicle for the purpose of reversing its direction of travel. 
 
1.0441.75. Vehicle.   "Vehicle" means every device in, upon, or by which any person or 

property is or may be transported or drawn on a highway, except devices which 
are moved exclusively by human power or which are used exclusively on 
stationary rails or tracts and except for a mobile home as defined in section 2 of 
Act No. 419 of the Public Acts of 1976, as amended, being §125.1102 of the 
Michigan Compiled Laws. 

 
* * * * * * * 

 
5.15  Operating while intoxicated; violation punishable as misdemeanor. 
 
 (1) A person, whether licensed or not, shall not operate a vehicle upon a 

highway or other place open to the general public or generally accessible 
to motor vehicles, including an area designated for the parking of vehicles, 
within the City of Troy if either of the following applies the person is 
operating while intoxicated.  As used in this section, “operating while 
intoxicated” means either: 
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  (a) The person is under the influence of intoxicating alcoholic liquor, a 
controlled substance, or a combination of intoxicating alcoholic 
liquor and a controlled substance, or; 

 
  (b) The person has an alcohol content of 0.10 0.08 grams or more per 

100 milliliters of blood, per 210 liters of breath, or per 67 milliliters 
of urine, or, beginning October 1, 2013, the person has an alcohol 
content of 0.10 grams or more per 100 milliliters of blood, per 210 
liters of breath, or per 67 milliliters of urine. 

 
 (2) The owner of a vehicle or a person in charge or in control of a vehicle shall 

not authorize or knowingly permit the vehicle to be operated upon a 
highway or other place open to the general public or generally accessible 
to motor vehicles, including an area designated for the parking of motor 
vehicles, within the City of Troy by a person if any of the following apply:  

 
(a) The person who is under the influence of intoxicating alcoholic liquor, 

a controlled substance, or a combination of intoxicating alcoholic liquor 
and a controlled substance, 

 
(b) The person  who has an alcohol content of 0.10 0.08 grams or more 

per 100 milliliters of blood, per 210 liters of breath, or per 67 milliliters 
of urine, or, beginning October 1, 2013, the person has an alcohol 
content of 0.10 grams or more per 100 milliliters of blood, per 210 
liters of breath, or per 67 milliliters of urine. 

 
(c) The person’s or whose ability to operate the motor vehicle is visibly 

impaired due to the consumption of intoxicating alcoholic liquor, a 
controlled substance, or a combination of intoxicating alcoholic liquor 
and a controlled substance. 

 
 (3) A person, whether licensed or not, shall not operate a vehicle upon a 

highway or other place open to the general public or generally accessible 
to motor vehicles, including an area designated for the parking of vehicles, 
within the City of Troy when, due to the consumption of intoxicating 
alcoholic liquor, a controlled substance, or a combination of intoxicating 
alcoholic liquor and a controlled substance, the person’s ability to operate 
the vehicle is visibly impaired. If a person is charged with violating 
subsection (1), a finding of guilty under this subsection may be rendered. 

 
 (4) A person who is less than 21 years of age, whether licensed or not, shall 

not operate a vehicle upon a highway or other place open to the general 
public or generally accessible to motor vehicles, including an area 
designated for the parking of vehicles, within the City of Troy if the person 
has any bodily alcohol content. As used in this subsection, "any bodily 
alcohol content" means either of the following: 
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  (a) An alcohol content of not less than 0.02 grams or more, but less 
than 0.07 0.08 grams per 100 milliliters of blood, per 210 liters of 
breath, or per 67 milliliters of urine, or, beginning October 1, 2013, 
the person has an alcohol content of not less than 0.02 grams or 
more, but less than 0.10 grams per 100 milliliters of blood, per 210 
liters of breath, or per 67 milliliters of urine. 

 
  (b) Any presence of alcohol within a person’s body resulting from the 

consumption of intoxicating alcoholic liquor, other than 
consumption of intoxicating alcoholic liquor as a part of a generally 
recognized religious service or ceremony. 

 
(5) A person, whether licensed or not, is subject to the following requirements: 
 

  (a)  He or she shall not operate a vehicle in violation of subsections (1), 
or (3) or (6) while another person who is less than 16 years of age 
is occupying the vehicle. A person who violates this subsection is 
guilty of a misdemeanor punishable as follows: 

 
  (a) Community service for not more than 60 days. 
  (b) A fine of not more than $500. 
  (c) Imprisonment for not more than 93 days.  

  
  In the judgment of sentence under this section, the court may, unless the 

vehicle is ordered forfeited, order vehicle immobilization as provided in 
MCL 257.904d.  

 
 (6) A person, whether licensed or not, shall not operate a vehicle upon a 

highway or other place open to the general public or generally accessible 
to motor vehicles, including an area designated for the parking of vehicles, 
within the City of Troy if the person has in his or her body any amount of a 
controlled substance listed in schedule 1 under section 7212 of the public 
health code, 1978 PA 368, MCL 333.7212, or a rule promulgated under 
that section, or of a controlled substance described in section 7214(a)(iv) 
of the public health code, 1978 PA 368, MCL 333.7214. 

 
 (6)(7) A person who is convicted of violating subsection (1) or (6) is guilty of a 

misdemeanor punishable by one or more of the following: 
 

  (a) Community service for not more than 45 days 360 hours. 
   (b) Imprisonment for not more than 93 days. 
   (c) A fine of not less than $100 or more than $500. 

(a)      Immobilization as provided in MCL 257.904d.  
(e) As a condition of probation, the person shall not operate a motor 
vehicle unless that vehicle is equipped with an ignition interlock device 
approved, certified, and installed as required under MCL 257.625k and 
MCL 257.625l. 
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 (7)(8) A person who is convicted of violating subsection (2) is guilty of a 

misdemeanor punishable by one or more of the following:   
 

   (a) Imprisonment for not more than 93 days. 
  (b) A fine of not less that $100 or more than $500. 

 
 (8)(9) Except as provided in subdivision (d), aA person who is convicted of 

violating subsection (3), is guilty of a misdemeanor punishable by one or 
more of the following: 

 
   (a) Community service for not more than 45 days 360 hours. 

  (b) Imprisonment of not more than 93 days. 
  (c) A fine of not more than $300. 

   (d) Imprisoned for not less than 5 days or more than 93 days.  Not 
less than 48 hours of imprisonment imposed under this 
subparagraph shall be served consecutively. 

   (d) Immobilization as provided in MCL 257.904d. 
 
 (9)(10) If a person is convicted of violating subsection (4), all of the following 

apply: 
 

(a) Except as otherwise provided in subdivision (b), tThe person is 
guilty of a misdemeanor punishable by one or more of the 
following: 

 
    (i) Community service for not more than 45 days 360 hours. 
   (ii) A fine of not more than $250. 
 
  (b) If the violation occurs within seven years of one or more prior 

convictions, the person may be sentenced to one or more of the 
following: 

 
   (i) Community service for not more than 60 days 480  hours. 
   (ii) A fine of not more than $500. 
   (iii) Imprisonment of not more than 93 days. 

(iv) Immobilization as provided in MCL 257.904d. 
   

      (11)  A person who is convicted of violation of subsection (5), is guilty 
   of a misdemeanor and  shall be sentenced to pay a fine of not less  
   than $200 or more than $500 and to one or more of the following:  
 

  (a) Community service for not less than 240 hours or more than 720 
hours. 

  (b) Imprisonment for not less than 5 days or more than 93 days. 
  (c) Immobilization as provided in MCL 257.904d.     
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  (10)(12)In addition to imposing the sanctions prescribed under this section, the 

court may order the person to pay the costs of the prosecution. 
 
  (11)(13)A person sentenced to perform community service under this section 

shall not receive compensation and shall reimburse the state or 
appropriate local unit of government for the cost of supervision incurred by 
the state or local unit of government as a result of the person’s activities in 
that service. 

 
  (12)(14)If a person is charged with a violation of subsection (1), (3), or (5) or (6), 

the court shall not permit the defendant to enter a plea of guilty or nolo 
contendere to a charge of violating subsection (4) in exchange for 
dismissal of the original charge. This subsection does not prohibit the 
court from dismissing the charge upon the city attorney’s motion. 

 
  (13)(15)Except as otherwise provided in subsection (1517), if a person is charged 

with operating a vehicle while under the influence of a controlled 
substance or a combination of intoxicating alcoholic liquor and a controlled 
substance in violation of subsection (1), the court shall require the jury to 
return a special verdict in the form of a written finding or, if the court 
convicts the person without a jury or accepts a plea of guilty or nolo 
contendere, the court shall make a finding as to whether the person was 
under the influence of a controlled substance or a combination of 
intoxicating alcoholic liquor and a controlled substance at the time of the 
violation. 

 
  (14)(16)Except as otherwise provided in subsection (1517), if a person is charged 

with operating a vehicle while his or her ability to operate the vehicle was 
visibly impaired due to his or her consumption of a controlled substance or 
a combination of intoxicating alcoholic liquor and a controlled substance in 
violation of subsection (3), the court shall require the jury to return a 
special verdict in the form of a written finding or, if the court convicts the 
person without a jury or accepts a plea of guilty or nolo contendere, the 
court shall make a finding as to whether, due to the consumption of a 
controlled substance or a combination of intoxicating alcoholic liquor and a 
controlled substance, the person’s ability to operate a motor vehicle was 
visibly impaired at the time of the violation. 

 
  (15)(17)A special verdict described in subsections (1315) and (1416) is not 

required if a jury is instructed to make a finding solely as to either of the 
following: 

 
  (a) Whether the defendant was under the influence of a controlled 

substance or a combination of intoxicating alcoholic liquor and 
a controlled substance at the time of the violation. 
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  (b) Whether the defendant was visibly impaired due to his or her 
consumption of a controlled substance or a combination of 
intoxicating alcoholic liquor and a controlled substance at the 
time of the violation. 

 
  (16)(18)If a jury or court finds under subsection (1315), (1416), or (1517) that the 

defendant operated a motor vehicle under the influence of or while 
impaired due to the consumption of a controlled substance or a 
combination of a controlled substance and an intoxicating alcoholic liquor, 
the court shall do both of the following: 

  (a) Report the finding to the secretary of state. 

  (b) On a form or forms prescribed by the state court administrator, 
forward to the department of state police a record that 
specifies the penalties imposed by the court, including any 
term of imprisonment, and any sanction imposed under MCL 
257.625n or MCL 257.904d. 

 
  (17)(19)Except as otherwise provided by law, a record described in subsection 

(1618)(b) is a public record and the department of state police shall retain 
the information contained on that record for not less than seven years. 

 
  (18)(20)In a prosecution for a violation of subsection (4), the defendant bears the 

burden of proving that the consumption of intoxicating liquor was a part of 
a generally recognized religious service or ceremony by a preponderance 
of the evidence. 

 
  (Rev. 10-4-99) 
 
5.15a Chemical test refusal sanctions. 
 
  (1) If a person refuses a chemical test offered pursuant to MCL 257.625a(6) 

or submits to a chemical test or a chemical test is performed pursuant to 
a court order and the test reveals an unlawful alcohol content, the peace 
officer who requested the person to submit to the test shall do all of the 
following: 

  (a) On behalf of the secretary of state, immediately confiscate the 
person’s license or permit to operate a motor vehicle and, if the 
person is otherwise eligible for a license or permit, issue a 
temporary license or permit to the person. The temporary 
license or permit shall be on a form provided by the secretary 
of state. 

  (b) Except as provided in subsection (2), immediately do all of the 
following: 
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  (i) Forward a copy of the written report of the 
person’s refusal to submit to a chemical test 
required under MCL 257.625d to the secretary 
of state. 

  (ii) Notify the secretary of state by means of the law 
enforcement information network that a 
temporary license or permit was issued to the 
person. 

  (iii) Destroy the person’s driver’s license or permit. 
  (2) If a person submits to a chemical test offered pursuant to MCL 

257.625a(6) that requires an analysis of blood or urine and a report of the 
results of that chemical test is not immediately available, the peace officer 
who requested the person to submit to the test shall comply with 
subsection (1)(a) pending receipt of the test report. If the report reveals an 
unlawful alcohol content, the peace officer who requested the person to 
submit to the test shall immediately comply with subsection (1)(b). If the 
report does not reveal an unlawful alcohol content, the peace officer who 
requested the person to submit to the test shall immediately notify the 
person of the test results and immediately return the person’s license or 
permit by first-class mail to the address given at the time of arrest. 

 
  (3) A temporary license or permit issued under this section is valid for one of 

the following time periods: 
  (a) If the case is not prosecuted, for 90 days after issuance or until 

the person’s license or permit is suspended pursuant to MCL 
257.625f, whichever occurs earlier. The prosecuting attorney 
shall notify the secretary of state if a case referred to the 
prosecuting attorney is not prosecuted. The arresting law 
enforcement agency shall notify the secretary of state if a case 
is not referred to the prosecuting attorney for prosecution. 

  (b) If the case is prosecuted, until the criminal charges against the 
person are dismissed, the person is acquitted of those 
charges, or the person’s license or permit is suspended, 
restricted, or revoked. 

  (4) As used in this section, "unlawful alcohol content" means any of the 
following, as applicable: 

  (a) If the person tested is less than 21 years of age, 0.02 grams or 
more of alcohol per 100 milliliters of blood, per 210 liters of 
breath, or per 67 milliliters of urine. 

  (b) If the person tested was operating a commercial motor vehicle 
within this state, 0.04 grams or more of alcohol per 100 
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milliliters of blood, per 210 liters of breath, or per 67 milliliters or 
urine. 

   (c)(b) If the person tested is not a person described in subsection (a), 
or (b), 0.10 0.08 grams or more of alcohol per 100 milliliters of 
blood, per 210 liters of breath, or per 67 milliliters of urine, or, 
beginning October 1, 2013, 0.10 grams or more of alcohol per 
100 milliliters of blood, per 210 liters of breath, or per 67 
milliliters of urine. 

   ( Rev. 10-4-99) 
 

5.15b  Arrest without warrant; Preliminary breath test refusal, violation as civil infraction;  
Admissibility and use of chemical test analysis. 
 

(1)  A peace officer may arrest a person without a warrant under either of the 
following circumstances: 
 
(a) The peace officer has reasonable cause to believe the person 

was, at the time of an accident in the City of Troy, the operator of a 
vehicle involved in the accident and was operating the vehicle in 
violation of MCL 257.625 or a local ordinance substantially 
corresponding to MCL 257.625. 

 
(b) The person is found in the driver's seat of a vehicle parked or 

stopped on a highway or street within the City of Troy, if any part of 
the vehicle intrudes into the roadway and the peace officer has 
reasonable cause to believe the person was operating the vehicle 
in violation of MCL 257.625 or a local ordinance substantially 
corresponding to MCL 257.625. 

 
(2) A peace officer who has reasonable cause to believe that a person was 

operating a vehicle upon a public highway or other place open to the public 
or generally accessible to motor vehicles, including an area designated for 
the parking of vehicles, within the City of Troy and that the person by the 
consumption of alcoholic liquor may have affected his or her ability to 
operate a vehicle, or reasonable cause to believe that a person who is 
less than 21 years of age was operating a vehicle upon a public highway 
or other place open to the public or generally accessible to motor vehicles, 
including an area designated for the parking of vehicles, within the City of 
Troy while the person had any bodily alcohol content as that term is 
defined in MCL 257.625(3), may require the person to submit to a 
preliminary chemical breath analysis. The following provisions apply with 
respect to a preliminary chemical breath analysis administered under this 
subsection: 

 
(a)  A peace officer may arrest a person based in whole or in part 

upon the results of a preliminary chemical breath analysis. 
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(b) The results of a preliminary chemical breath analysis are 

admissible in a criminal prosecution for a crime enumerated in 
MCL 257.625c(1) or in an administrative hearing for 1 or more of 
the following purposes: 
 
(i) To assist the court or hearing officer in determining a 

challenge to the validity of an arrest. This subparagraph 
does not limit the introduction of other competent evidence 
offered to establish the validity of an arrest. 

 
(ii) As evidence of the defendant's breath alcohol content, if 

offered by the defendant to rebut testimony elicited on 
cross-examination of a defense witness that the 
defendant's breath alcohol content was higher at the time 
of the charged offense than when a chemical test was 
administered under subsection (3). 
 

(iii)  As evidence of the defendant's breath alcohol content, if 
offered by the prosecution to rebut testimony elicited on 
cross-examination of a prosecution witness that the 
defendant's breath alcohol content was lower at the time of 
the charged offense than when a chemical test was 
administered under subsection (3). 
 

(c)  A person who submits to a preliminary chemical breath analysis 
remains subject to the requirements of MCL 257.625c, MCL 
257.625d, MCL 257.625e, and MCL 257.625f for purposes of 
chemical tests described in those sections. 
 

(d) A person who refuses to submit to a preliminary chemical breath 
analysis upon a lawful request by a peace officer is responsible for 
a civil infraction. 

  
(3) The following provisions apply with respect to chemical tests and analysis 

of a person's blood, urine, or breath, other than preliminary chemical 
breath analysis: 
 
(a) The amount of alcohol or presence of a controlled substance or 

both in a driver's blood or urine or the amount of alcohol in a 
person's breath at the time alleged as shown by chemical analysis 
of the person's blood, urine, or breath is admissible into evidence 
in any civil or criminal proceeding and is presumed to be the same 
as at the time the person operated the vehicle. 

 
(b) A person arrested for a crime described in MCL 257.625c(1) shall 

be advised of all of the following: 
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(i) If he or she takes a chemical test of his or her blood, urine, 

or breath administered at the request of a peace officer, he 
or she has the right to demand that a person of his or her 
own choosing administer 1 of the chemical tests. 

 
(ii) The results of the test are admissible in a judicial 

proceeding as provided under this act and will be 
considered with other admissible evidence in determining 
the defendant's innocence or guilt. 

 
(iii) He or she is responsible for obtaining a chemical analysis 

of a test sample obtained at his or her own request. 
 

(iv) If he or she refuses the request of a peace officer to take a 
test described in subparagraph (i), a test shall not be given 
without a court order, but the peace officer may seek to 
obtain a court order. 

 
(v) Refusing a peace officer's request to take a test described 

in subparagraph (i) will result in the suspension of his or 
her operator's or chauffeur's license and vehicle group 
designation or operating privilege and the addition of 6 
points to his or her driver record. 

 
(c)  A sample or specimen of urine or breath shall be taken and 

collected in a reasonable manner. Only a licensed physician, or an 
individual operating under the delegation of a licensed physician 
under section 16215 of the public health code, 1978 PA 368, MCL 
333.16215, qualified to withdraw blood and acting in a medical 
environment, may withdraw blood at a peace officer's request to 
determine the amount of alcohol or presence of a controlled 
substance or both in the person's blood, as provided in this 
subsection. Liability for a crime or civil damages predicated on the 
act of withdrawing or analyzing blood and related procedures does 
not attach to a licensed physician or individual operating under the 
delegation of a licensed physician who withdraws or analyzes 
blood or assists in the withdrawal or analysis in accordance with 
this act unless the withdrawal or analysis is performed in a 
negligent manner. 

 
(d) A chemical test described in this subsection shall be administered 

at the request of a peace officer having reasonable grounds to 
believe the person has committed a crime described in MCL 
257.625c(1). A person who takes a chemical test administered at 
a peace officer's request as provided in this section shall be given 
a reasonable opportunity to have a person of his or her own 
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choosing administer 1 of the chemical tests described in this 
subsection within a reasonable time after his or her detention. The 
test results are admissible and shall be considered with other 
admissible evidence in determining the defendant's innocence or 
guilt. If the person charged is administered a chemical test by a 
person of his or her own choosing, the person charged is 
responsible for obtaining a chemical analysis of the test sample.  

 
(e) If, after an accident, the driver of a vehicle involved in the accident 

is transported to a medical facility and a sample of the driver's 
blood is withdrawn at that time for medical treatment, the results of 
a chemical analysis of that sample are admissible in any civil or 
criminal proceeding to show the amount of alcohol or presence of 
a controlled substance or both in the person's blood at the time 
alleged, regardless of whether the person had been offered or had 
refused a chemical test. The medical facility or person performing 
the chemical analysis shall disclose the results of the analysis to a 
prosecuting attorney who requests the results for use in a criminal 
prosecution as provided in this subdivision. A medical facility or 
person disclosing information in compliance with this subsection is 
not civilly or criminally liable for making the disclosure. 

 
(f) If, after an accident, the driver of a vehicle involved in the accident 

is deceased, a sample of the decedent's blood shall be withdrawn 
in a manner directed by the medical examiner to determine the 
amount of alcohol or the presence of a controlled substance, or 
both, in the decedent's blood. The medical examiner shall give the 
results of the chemical analysis of the sample to the law 
enforcement agency investigating the accident and that agency 
shall forward the results to the department of state police. 

 
(g) The Department of State Police shall promulgate uniform rules in 

compliance with the Administrative Procedures Act of 1969, 1969 
PA 306, MCL 24.201 to 24.328, for the administration of chemical 
tests for the purposes of this section. An instrument used for a 
preliminary chemical breath analysis may be used for a chemical 
test described in this subsection if approved under rules 
promulgated by the department of state police. 

 
(4) The provisions of subsection (3) relating to chemical testing do not limit 

the introduction of any other admissible evidence bearing upon any of the 
following questions: 

 
(a) Whether the person was impaired by, or under the influence of, 

alcoholic liquor, a controlled substance, or a combination of 
alcoholic liquor and a controlled substance. 
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(b) Whether the person had an alcohol content of 0.08 grams or more 
per 100 milliliters of blood, per 210 liters of breath, or per 67 
milliliters of urine or, beginning October 1, 2013, the person had an 
alcohol content of 0.10 grams or more per 100 milliliters of blood, 
per 210 liters of breath, or per 67 milliliters of urine. 

 
(c) If the person is less than 21 years of age, whether the person had 

any bodily alcohol content within his or her body. As used in this 
subdivision, “any bodily alcohol content” means either of the 
following: 

 
(i) An alcohol content of 0.02 grams or more but less than 

0.08 grams per 100 milliliters of blood, per 210 liters of 
breath, or per 67 milliliters of urine or, beginning October 1, 
2013, the person had an alcohol content of 0.02 grams or 
more but less than 0.10 grams or more per 100 milliliters of 
blood, per 210 liters of breath, or 67 milliliters of urine. 

 
(ii) Any presence of alcohol within a person’s body resulting 

from the consumption of alcoholic liquor, other than the 
consumption of alcoholic liquor as a part of a generally 
recognized religious service or ceremony. 

 
(5) If a chemical test described in subsection (3) is administered, the test 

results shall be made available to the person charged or the person's 
attorney upon written request to the prosecution, with a copy of the 
request filed with the court. The prosecution shall furnish the results at 
least 2 days before the day of the trial. The prosecution shall offer the test 
results as evidence in that trial. Failure to fully comply with the request 
bars the admission of the results into evidence by the prosecution. 

 
(6) A person's refusal to submit to a chemical test as provided in subsection 

(3) is admissible in a criminal prosecution for a crime described in MCL 
257.625c(1) only to show that a test was offered to the defendant, but not 
as evidence in determining the defendant’s innocence or guilt.  The jury 
shall be instructed accordingly. 

 
Section 3.  Savings 
 
All proceedings pending, and all rights and liabilities existing, acquired or incurred, at the 
time this Ordinance takes effect, are hereby saved.  Such proceedings may be 
consummated under and according to the ordinance in force at the time such proceedings 
were commenced.  This ordinance shall not be construed to alter, affect, or abate any 
pending prosecution, or prevent prosecution hereafter instituted under any ordinance 
specifically or impliedly repealed or amended by this ordinance adopting this penal 
regulation, for offenses committed prior to the effective date of this ordinance; and new 
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prosecutions may be instituted and all prosecutions pending at the effective date of this 
ordinance may be continued, for offenses committed prior to the effective date of this 
ordinance, under and in accordance with the provisions of any ordinance in force at the 
time of the commission of such offense. 
 
Section 4.  Severability Clause 
 
Should any word, phrase, sentence, paragraph or section of this Ordinance be held invalid 
or unconstitutional, the remaining provision of this ordinance shall remain in full force and 
effect. 
 
Section 5.  Effective Date 
 
This Ordinance shall become effective September 30, 2003. 
 
This Ordinance is enacted by the Council of the City of Troy, Oakland County, Michigan, at 
a regular meeting of the City Council held at City Hall, 500 W. Big Beaver, Troy, MI, on the 
_______ day of _____________, ____. 
 
 
                    ______________________________ 
      Matt Pryor, Mayor 
 
                                    ______________________________ 
                                     Tonni Bartholomew, City Clerk    
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Dave Lambert 
1188 Player Dr. 
Troy, MI 48085 

 
 
 

August 13, 2003 
 

 
TO: Mayor, Council, City Manager, and City Attorney 
 
Thank you for providing me with the opportunity to attend the Michigan Municipal League 
(MML) education session entitled “Basics for New and Veteran Elected Officials” on March 25 
in Lansing. This session was held in conjunction with the 37th Annual MML Legislative 
Conference. 
 
This daylong session covered several topics and featured several speakers. 
 
Lobbying 101 was presented by Summer Minnick from the MML staff.  Summer is a 
Municipal Finance Specialist for the League.  Summer said that one of the biggest obstacles 
that MML faces in its lobbying efforts is a lack of willingness of local leaders to get engaged in 
the process.  Her presentation on lobbying brought to mind an idea to have each member of 
Council “assigned” to a state or county elected official who represents Troy.  Each of us 
would be responsible for maintaining contact with that official on a regular basis. 
 
Peter Letzmann presented information on the Open Meetings Act and on government ethics. 
Peter said that an ethics policy must be written and must be enforced. He also discussed 
Michigan House Bill 5920 of 2000.  This legislation could be possibly be used by Council and 
City staff to draft our own ethics policy. Peter drew our attention to what he believes is a very 
important part of this Bill.   
 

“A public official or public employee or former public official or former public 
employee shall not use or disclose confidential information to further his or her 
own or another person’s interests, except to the extent permitted by law.”  

 
I know that our City staff is already very busy.  However, I am willing to work with them and 
my colleagues on the Council to advance an ethics policy for Troy City Government. 
 
After lunch, the session featured a panel discussion that included the following panelists: 
 
Jean Guyor, Monroe Councilmember 
Matthew Showalter, Mt. Pleasant Commissioner 
Dennis Baldinelli, Kingsford Mayor 
Beach Hall, Rogers City Mayor 
 
As part of the panel discussion, Matthew Showalter handed out his own top ten list.  Some of 
his top ten were: 
 

City of Troy
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• Government management is not the same as business management. 
• Never make a promise the staff, manager, police, or lawyers can’t keep. 
• Government moves at a snail’s pace. This is both good and bad. 
• You can never win a debate during public comment. 
• You become one of “them” as soon as you become elected. 

 
Next on the agenda was a presentation on parliamentary procedure by Coco Siewert. She 
gave each of us a summary sheet entitled “Basic Parliamentary Information” produced by the 
National Association of Parliamentarians. She also recommended that elected officials obtain 
a booklet called “Pointers on Parliamentary Procedure.” 
 
The last presentation was by Kathie Grinzinger, Assistant City Manager for Mt. Pleasant. Her 
topic was communicating with citizens and the media.  I thought this was probably the best 
part of the program. 
 

• Tell the public what your philosophy is. 
• Don’t be afraid to say, “I don’t know.” 
• Generally, the media’s viewpoint is that news is what someone does not want in the 

newspaper; everything else is advertising. 
• Former Pennsylvania Gubernatorial Press Secretary Tim Reeves: “… good 

communication is inseparable from good governance.” 
 
Conclusion 
 
I have handouts from each of the sessions I attended.  I would be happy to loan out a 
handout if anyone is interested. 
 
Finally, I would also like to thank the taxpayers of the City of Troy for providing the revenue 
that allows their elected officials to attend these types of educational sessions. 
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